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SEVENTY-THIRD ANNUAL MEETING 


OF THE 


British Medical Association. 


LEICESTER, 1905. 


. ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING. 
Fist GENERAL MEETING, JULY 24TH. 


Tar seventy-third annual general meeting of_the British 
Medical Association was opened on Monday, July 24th, in 
the building of the Young Men’s Christian Association, 


cester. 

Dr. Wa. Cottier (Oxford), took the chair at 
2 o'clock, 

‘The PresipEnt stated that his duty was a very a one. 
The miautes of the last general meeting, which was held in 
Oxford, had been published in the British Mepicat JOURNAL 
in August last year, and unless anyone wished to challenge 
those minutes he would ask the members to take them as 
read, This was agreed to. 

He then announced that the annual general meeting would 
adjourn until 2 o’clock on the following day. 


ADJOURNED GENERAL MEETING, TUESDAY, JULY 25th, 2 P.M. 

The President, Dr. Wm. CotiiEr, occupied the chair. 

The PresIpENT, in opening the proceedings, said h2 
believed it was the custom for the outgoing President to make 
tome references to the work that had been carried on by the 
Assoclation during the year. For the last twenty-four hours 
the members had been. very busily engaged in discussing that 


work, and those who were not Representatives had had an 
ample opportunity of studying what the Association had been 
doing in the excellent SuppLEmMENTs which he had not 
the slightest doubt members had read from end to end. 
Therefore he felt he need not say much about the work of the 
Association. He, however, would like to call their attention. 
to the fact that the help of the Association had been asked, 
through the Branches and Divisions, in aid of a very’ 
excellent Association which had been recently started under’ 
the most favourable auspices—namely, the National League 
for the Physical Education and Improvement of the People 
in Great Britain. He was present at a meeting at the 
Mansion House only a few weeks ago, which was 
very and comprehensive one. Trade 
represented by the Lord my of London, theology 
by the Bishop of London, law by the Lord Chief Justice 
and Mr. Haldane, and the medical profession by Sir William 
Broadbent, Sir J. Crichton-Browne, and Sir Lauder Brunton. 
There might be a great deal of discussion as to whether the 
nation was deteriorating, but he thought all would agree that: 
the physique of many classes of the nation was such as to leave 
a wide margin for improvement. Therefore he was quite sure 
that when that League put forward a scheme, and asked the 
British Medical Association through its Branches and Divisions 
to help it, that help would be readily given. The general 
health of the nation owed vastly more tothe medical profession 
than to any section of society. In regard to the future of the 
Association, he would like to point out that during the 
present year the work of the Council had increased to an 
enormous extent, so much £0 that of the four quarterly 
meetings of the Council three had to be adjourned and 
additional meetings held. He believed that each meeting of 
the Council cost the Association about £80 day, and that was 
an important point; but it was a mere nothing to the amount. 
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of trouble and inconvenience to which it put business men 
who had to come from the north of Scotland, Wales, Ireland, 
and also from long distances in England. If the future 
business of the Council were to increase in the same ratio, 
it would be likely to have a bad effect on the Association, for 
it was certain that some of their most able and representative 
members of the Council would have to leave, because they 
could not give time to the business of the Council. The only 
way to face this danger was to appeal to the various Branches 
and Divisions to take care that only questions of first-rate 
importance be sent to the Council to discuss. He thought 
these remarks equally applied to the Representative Meeting. 
During his year of office he had had the pleasure of informing 
the Chairman of Council that the Association had unani- 
mously decided to award him the gold medal of the Associa- 
tion. The President that evening would inform them 
how much the Association was indebted to Mr. Andrew 
Clark, to whom the work of the Association, he was absolutely 
certain, was a real work of love. He desired to thank the 
officials of the Association and the members of the Council 
for the many courtesies and acts of kindness he had received 
at their hands. His last duty was to introduce to them, ifany 
introduction were necessary, their new President, Mr. George 
Cooper Franklin. He was certain that Mr. Franklin’s name 
was well known through the Midland Counties of England, 
and he was equally certain that before the week was 
over he would be well known to many members 
in every part of the British Empire, heir Presi- 
dent had just attained that period of age when 
all the qualities which went to make a_ good Pre- 
sident had obtained their high-water level. The name of 
Mr. Franklin recalled the town of Leicester. He had heard a 
great deal about the depression in trade in Leicester, and he 
eame there with feelings of apprehension. He thought the 
town would be under a cloud, or in gloom, and that that 
would continue for the rest of the week. But that feel- 
ing had been dissipated, and he thought that if trade 
in Leicester was in a bad way, the people of Leicester 
had a way of concealing it from the ordinary visitor. 
Dr. Collier then proceeded to congratulate Leicester upon its 
various buildings and its electric trams. Addressing 
Mr. Franklin, he concluded by saying that he hoped that 
when his year of office was over he would be able to look 
back upon it as he (the speaker) could in regard to his year 
of, office, as one of the happiest years in his existence. He 
hoped that he would receive, as he himself had, expressions 
of goodwill from many parts of the empire, and that he 
- would form many friendly connexions with medical men 
whom he would have had no chance of meeting if he had not 
been elected to such an honourable office. 

Mr. FRANKLIN (who was received with much cheering) 
thanked the members most heartily for their very kind 
reception. He was very much astonished to find himself in 
such a position, and he never thought he would have the 
honour of being President of the British Medical Association. 
He did not propose to detain them at any length on this 
oecasion, as he would have a few remarks to make in the 
evening, but before sitting down he wished to thank. Dr. 
Collier for his extremely kind remarks, and he hoped that 
during the stay of the British Medical Association in Leicester 
they would find the town as agreeable as Dr. Collier had, 
found it. He then called on Mr. Andrew Clark to move a 
resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN OF Councit had great pleasure in proposing: 

. That the warmest thanks of the Association be given to Dr. William 

Collier for so ably presiding over the Association during the past 
twelve months, and that in accordance with By-law 36 he be, and, 
he is hereby elected, a Vice-President of the Association for life. 


He would like to inform the members of the Association that 
Dr. Collier had worked very hard for the Association many 
years before he was elected as President, and as Secretary to 
the Oxford Branch he had been one of the most active secre- 
taries the Association had had. When the Oxford meeting 
was mooted it was due in a great measure to his activity that 
the meeting was such a successful one. Speaking more par- 
ticularly. of his work as President, he was not merely 
an ornamental President, for he had attended a large 
number of Council and Committee meetings, and on some 
of the Committees he had given a large amount of attention 
to the affairs of the Association. Those who had followed the 
details of the work of the Association in the SuPPLEMENTS 
would have seen how active he had been in some of the Com- 
mittee .work, more particularly in connexion with the 
Hospitals, Committee; and there were other Committees on 


[Jour 1905, 


which his presence and advice had 
both to these Committees and to the uae, 
0 be borne in mind that he lived in Oxford * Tt was algo 
much more difficult to attend the various meetin that it wag 
i in London. The members would have than it he 
not long ago that the Oxford the 
sociation had recognized his services and ee pn hot the 
sentation to him on account .of the way in whi hide 8 pre. 
Oxford meeting. ch he had con. 
r. LATIMER said it gave him i 
the vote of thanks. He said that | yy re 
present would like to give expression to thei ought 
of thanks for the magnificent hospitality which the {celings 
tion received last year in the historic city of Oxford © Astocia 
had to thank their President for the way the me neva 
engineered last year ; and the mere fact of his Branch i 
recognized it by presenting him with a testimonial having 
itself a proof of the correctness of his remarks, H, by 
not speak of the work Dr. Collier had done on the ¢ —— 
but he personally wished to thank him and his Divi an 
the very cordial reception they gave him, and he belj 
that every one would join him in that, That meetin 
special gratification to him, inasmuch as the Past-Pe id 
leased - n at Dr. Gri 8 ‘ vi 
upon him. haying 
e PRESIDENT (Dr. Collier) tha : 
ene PRE ( ) thanked the members for their 


4 


he IREASURER proposed that the financi 

received and adopted. He said he 
to trouble the members with any lengthy reference tothe 
items of the balance sheet, because it had been in their 
hands for some time. Hewould point out that the amount of 
assets over liabilities was £101,397. The increase in liabilities 
was £2,778, but if an allowance were made for the sum of £61 
last year, the increase of expenditure was really 434397 
they must recognize that there had been a very gratify’ 
increase of income and also a serious increase of expenditure 
which was likely to go on increasing, and the matters in 
which expenditure was proposed must be carefully examined 
before being sanctioned. His period of office had been specially 
interesting, important, and to a certain extent one of doubt 
and anxiety, because it coincided with the change in the 
constitution of the Association, and they had anxious 
to see the financial result, but it was satisfactory to find 
the financial position of the Association such a prosperons 
one. When he took office one of his first duties was to pay of 
the £10,000 mortgage and free the Association from debt, and 
since then he had had the pleasure of investing some £15,000, 
He expressed his thanks for the assistance and courtesy he 
had received during his term of office to the Chairman of 
Council and the officers of the Association, and especially 
Mr. Elliston, of whom he expressed the conviction that he 
was of the greatest value to the Association. He moved: 

That the financial statement for the year ending December 31st, 1904 
be received and adopted. 

This was agreed to. 

Dr. McManvs had _ pleasure in proposing that Dr, 
Radcliffe Crocker be Treasurer for the ensuing three years, 
Dr. Radcliffe Crocker was known to all the memoers of the 
medical profession and of the Association as a great organizer 
anda distinguished member of the profession, and as one who 
had done yeoman service in the organization of the Associa- 
tion in particular. 

Mr. BaLance had special pleasure in seconding the motion 
as Dr. Radcliffe Crocker was one of his most respected 

The motion was then put and agreed to. ; 

Dr. RapciirFE Crocker sincerely thanked the meeting for 
the honour which they had done him in electing him Treasuret 
of the Association, but he accepted the office with mixed feel- 
ings. He had great reluctance to being nominated, as he 
knew the duties that were involved in it and the great difi- 
culty he would have in carrying them out; but all his 
objections had been overruled, and his election to-day would 
stimulate him to perform the duties to the best of his 
ability. 

Dr. MACDONALD proposed; . 

That the best thanks of the Association be given to Dr, Edward 
Markham Skerritt for his able services as Treasurer for the pat 
three years, and for the interest he has shown in the welfare of the 
Association, and that in accordance with By-law 36 he be, and.be 
is hereby elected, a Vice-President for life. 


He was glad to have the honour of proposing this vod 
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rkham Skerritt was a friend of his in 
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J 4 toh rendered to the Association. The office of 
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there was £15,000 in hand. 


qi 
she pleasure of knowing Dr. Markham Skerritt, he knew of the 
care, 

F rtant office. Dr. Markbam Skerritt was 
te dates put his advice on all subjects had always 
ase eoeived by the Council with great respect, as coming 
from one who had the best interests of the Association at 


heart. ion was here put and agreed to. . 

expressed his sincere thanks for 

reat honour which had been conferred upon him. 

The President here vacated the chair, which was taken by 
Dr. LANGLEY BROWNE, the Chairman of Council. — ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN OF COUNCIL said his first duty in the chair 
qas to move the recommendation : 

That a sum of £300 be voted to the Office Staff Superannuation Fund. 
The matter had been so thoroughly gone into recently that he 
would simply put the resolution. 

The resolution was then put and agreed to. 


ELECTION OF AUDITORS. 
Dr. RapcuiFFE Crocker proposed, Dr. MARKHAM SKERRITT 
eeconded, and it was resolved : 
F That Messrs. Price, Waterhouse, and Co. be, aud they are hereby 
"appointed, auditors oi the British Medical Association until the 
nextannual general meeting, at a remuneration of £105. 


[The meeting then adjourned till 8.30 p.m.] 


ANNUAL REPRESENTATIVE MEETING. 


‘First REPRESENTATIVE MEETING, JULY 24TH. 
Taz Annual Representative Meeting of the Association was 
held on Monday, July 24th, in the building of the Young 
Men’s Christian Association. 

Sir Victor Horstey took the chair at 2.15 p.m, 


PRELIMINARY BUSINESS. 

The CHarrMAN said that the minutes of the previous meet- 
ing, at Oxford, had been duly circulated,and no objections had 
been received. 

The minutes were confirmed. 

The CHAIRMAN announced that Dr. Douglas, Representa- 

tiveof West Kent Division, had presented a very handsome 

time-glass. The best thanks of the meeting were conveyed to 

Dr. Douglas. 

ELEcTION RETURN. 

The CHAIRMAN then moved the reception of the return 
of the election of Representatives. He said that he 
had to announce in the first place that Dr. C. T. W. 
Hirsch (Dartford Division) and Dr. W. H. Horrocks 
(Bradford Division) had both been duly returned, but 
that owing to an unfortunate accident in the trans- 
mission of the returns their names did not appear in the 
printed list of Representatives now in the hands of the 
members. He had also to report that certain Representatives 
—Dr. W. Blair (Edinburgh South-Eastern Counties), Mr. John 
Rand (Norwood Division), Dr. Robertson and Dr. W. 
Hammond (Devonport Division), and Dr. W. Whitworth 
(Truro Division)—were unable to attend the meetings. With 
teference to Dr. W. Hammond, he was sorry to announce that 
he could not receive the appointment as a deputy of his (the 
Chairman's) colleague on the General Medical Council, Mr. 
George Brown, because the appointment had not been re- 
ceived from any official member of the Association. It was 
his duty to put to the meetings the return of the election of 

presentatives as amended, and to ask that the meetings 
should vote for its reception or not. 

The return was then agreed to. 


RE-ELECTION OF CHAIRMAN. 
The CuarRMAN: Gentlemen, it is now my duty once more 


to thank you for having placed me in this exceedingly 
honourable position, and I beg now to vacate the chair. 

Mr. ANDREW CLARK then took the chair as Chairman of 
Council, and said that his simple duty was to ask the members 
to select one of their number to be Chairman for the ensuing 
twelve months. 

Dr. Macponatp (West Somerset Branch) said that he had 
very great pleasure in proposing that Sir Victor Horsley be 
asked again to be Chairman. ‘Ihe proposition did not need 
any commendation from him. They all knew the way in 
which Sir Victor Horsley had conducted the business of the 
meetings. He had very great pleasure in proposing that he be 
asked to honour the Association by becoming Chairman 
again. 

Spr. Cox (Gateshead, Consett, and Chester-le-Street Divi- 
sions) said that he should like for the third time to second 
the proposal. 

The proposal was received with general applause. 

Mr. ANDREW CuaRK said: I was going to ask whether there 
was any other member to be nominated, but I see that it is 
not necessary. I have much pleasure in asking Sir Victor 
Horsley to take the chair. 

Sir Victor Horstey, on taking the chair, said he was 
extremely sensible of the honour that the meeting had again 
done him, and he could only say that in spite of the formid- 
able character of the agenda paper, he hoped that the session 
would be very successful. He wished to point out that a 
great deal of the business before the meeting was of a purely 
formal and technical character. He referred to the reception 
of reports. If the members of the meeting approved in a 
general sense of a report he would ask them to accept it with- 
out discussion. But if any Representative had a destructive 
criticism of a useful kind to offer it would be well that he 
should put it forward. He thought that a good deal of time 
could be saved if members, in presenting a report, reserved 
anything they had to say by way of answer to criticism. 


STANDING ORDERS. 

Some amendments to the Standing Orders had been re- 
ceived. The CHAIRMAN called upon Dr. Morton to move the 
resolution standing in the name of the Walthamstow Division. 

Dr. Morton (Walthamstow Division) moved: 

Amendment of Order of Business : General Provision, 

That to ensure adequate consideration of resolutions brought forward 

by Divisions, notices of motion be taken in future at a more 


convenient time, and, if possible, before the annual report of 
Council. 


The object of his Division was to try to save discussion and to 
get through business as quickly as possible. He had noticed 
on previous occasions that some of the resolutions were rather 
rushed, and there was not the amount of discussion that 
some Divisions expected. Naturally, a Division liked to see 
its own resolution taken more notice of. The chief reason, 
however, was, to his mind, that resolutions dealing, for 
instance, with the Midwives Act, the registration of nurses, 
contract practice, medical defence, and so on, were concrete 
resolutions, which could beeasily discussed and decided upon, 
rather than that there should be vague discursive criticism 
arising out of a Report of the Council. 

The CuHarrMan said that the motion did not require a 
seconder ; he invited discussion. 

Dr. WALTER SmitH (St. Pancras Division) expressed the 
opinion that the motion meant a very great deal, and hoped 
it would be possible to adjourn its consideration, as it might 
alter the whole course of the business. 

The CHAIRMAN agreed that the resolution would, of course, 
alter the whole order of the business. The idea was to ensure 
that points raised by Divisions should receive proper con- 
sideration from the meeting, which they might not receive if 
they were put off to the end. The usual way in conducting the 
business of such an Association was to take the reports of the 
Committees first, because they represented the continuity of 
the business, and that fresh notices of motion ought to come 
later. It was entirely for the meeting to decide in what way 
the business should be presented to it. 

Dr. Hetme (Member of Council) said that it seemed to him 
that the Council as a representative body was elected for the 
specific purpose of carrying on the business of the Association 
during the year. There were various important Committees 
which went through a tremendous amount of work, and the 
gentlemen elected on those Committees gave valuable time, 
and by their means, as the Chairman had stated, the work of 
the Association was carried on continuously during the whole 


twelve months. The whole of the work of the year was 
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brought before the meeting in the form of reports, and now it 
was suggested that casual resolutions should take precedence. 
But surely the important deliberations of the elected Com- 
mittees should take precedence over any casual resolutions 
that might be proposed by any Division. 

Dr. Morton (Walthamstow Division) said he did not want 
to press the resolution against the feeling of the meeting. 
He protested, however, that a resolution brought forward by a 
Division at a Representative Meeting was not a casual one. 
The Division might have spent much time about it, and it 
might be important to the constitution. At the end of the 
agenda were fifty-six resolutions waiting to be dealt with, 
and he was certain that those who had to propose them 
would much rather have them brought on early. He would 
like to hear the Chairman’s own view on the matter before the 
vote was taken. 

Dr. Hetme said he did not use the word ‘‘‘casual” in any 
disrespectfinl sense, for no one appreciated the work of the 
individual Divisions more than he did. 

The Caatrman said the meeting had no Business Committee, 
and it seemed very difficult to provide one under the constitu- 
tion. As far as he had been personally concerned, the busi- 
ness had been arranged in accordance with what he knew to 
be the general practice, namely, that the reports of Com- 
mittees carrying on the continuous work of the Association 
should come first. He had as far as possible brought into 
line with these reports such resolutions as could immediately 
be disposed of. He quite sympathized with what Dr. Morton 
had said as to resolutions brought forward by Divisions, and 
he thought the meeting would meet the difficulty readily 
enough by consenting to those proposals which were obviously 
=" to all, and then passing on to more contentious 
subjects. 

Dr. Morton (Walthamstow Division) offered to withdraw 
his motion, but the Caarnman thought it better to take a vote, 
and on a division the motion was lost. 

The CHarrMaAN, in calling upon Dr. McManus to move the 
resolution standing in the name of the Wandsworth Division, 
suggested its division into two parts. 

r. McManus (Wandsworth Division) accordingly moved: 
Amendment to 13: General Order of Daily Sessions. 
That all Representative Meetings, if not concluded by 6.30 p.m., shall 
stand adjourned either to 8.30 p.m. of the same day, or to the next 
day, as may be decided by a show of hands. 
The idea was to prevent what occurred at Oxford, when it was 
felt that members who were tired after a very long session, 
and had social engagements, were not willing adequately to 
discuss certain resolutions. 
» A ReprREsENTATIVE suggested the substitution of 8 p.m. for 
.30 p.m. 

r. McManus (Wandsworth Division) said he would accept 
that if it were the wish of the meeting. 

Dr. A. P. Low (Dundee Division) thought it would be foolish 
for the meeting to tie its hands to adjourn at 6 30 when per- 
haps by sitting for an additional half-hour it might finish the 
discussion of an important subject. 

The CaatrMAN said that as Chairman of the meeting he 
would always accept a resolution, when the clock approached 
6.30, for the suspension of Standing Orders, and that that point 
could be met in that way. ‘ 

Dr. Browne (Winchester Division) said the mover of the 
amendment which had been accepted seemed to have no 
— of compassion ; 6 30 was a very good hour for adjourn- 
ment, 

Dr. Larxrinc (Ashford, Dover, and Folkestone Divisions) 
thought it would be better to Jeave it open to any member of 
the meeting to propose the adjournment. 

Dr. Garstane (Altrincham Division) reminded the meeting 
of what took place at Swansea and Oxford, and how late in 
the evening these sittings were continued; and this, he 
thought, showed that the Representative Meeting needed 
some protection against a sudden decision at 6, 7, or 8 o’clock 
at night to sit as long as might be necessary to finish the 

business. 

The resolution was carried. 

Dr. McManus then.moved that: 

All such meetings shall stand adjourned at 10 p.m. 

Dr. Watter (St. Pancras Division) moved that 
the words ‘‘ until next day” be left out. Ihey could decide 
when they should adjourn to. It might ke advisable some- 
times to miss a day. : 

Mr. Warp Covsrxs (Portsmouth Divi:'on) s:conded the 
amendment, 


Dr. McManus accepted the amendment, observin 
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stand adjourned either to p.m of the d shan 
n 


day, as may be decided by a sh : 
stand adjourned at 10 meetings shal) 


A REPRESENTATIVE asked t i i 

words he Chairman ifhe would add the 
e CuatrMaANn that he had alread 

Dr. McManus (Wandsworth 

himself perfectly clear, and said that they were busin 7 

and common-sense men who had come down with the | than 
of carrying out their work, and that they were not likel 


adjourn till next year, but they were to sit to get through'ite 


work, 
The CHarrmaN said he thought it was f 
asked the meeting to vote on the resolution ato = 
meetings shall stand adjourned at 10 p.m. se 
On a show of hands the resolution was carried. 
= Dr. Hout to move the next 
resolution, which stood in the nam 
Division: 
That no session of the Representative M 
session in , th hall 
all be an interval of at least one ands 


Dr. Hott (Blackburn and Burnley Division 
posed the resolution. 

Dr. Browne (Winchester Division) said that the resolution 
— =_— unnecessary, having regard to the motion just 
adopted. 

Dr. Cox (Gateshead, Consett, and Chester-le-Street Divisions) 
said he was afraid they were going from the extreme of 
leaving the meeting too free a hand to the opposite extreme 
of tying it down too much. 

A ReprEsENTATIVE inquired whether, if the resolution were 
carried, the meeting must not adjourn at 5 and would be 
unable to sit till 6.30. 

The CHAIRMAN said he was afraid that was the case, and 
that he must withdraw the resolution from the meeting 
He then called upon Dr. McManus to move the following 
resolution of the Wandsworth Division : 


Rider to No. 14 of the Standing Orders, 

That any resolution or notice put on the agenda of a Representative 
Meeting by the Council, or a Branch or Division, can be temporarily 
withdrawn from discussion at any evening meeting, if the Chairman 
of the Council or the Representative of the Branch or Division, as 
the case may be, give notice at 6.30 p.m. that he so desires it. 


The rider was suggested partly as the result of what occurred | 


Jast year. There were one or two matters which affected the 
Wandsworth Division very closely which did not affect other 
parts of the kingdom. These matters were liable to k 
crowded out, and, if the privilege were allowed of any 
Representative temporarily withdrawing his motion, tha 
would enable him to get what he considered at least a proper 
opportunity of having it discussed. 

Dr. Dovatas (Maidstone and Rochester and Chatham 
Divisions) thought that if it were desired to withdraw a res 
lution, the consent of the meeting should be obtained. 

The CaarRMAN, in answering an inquiry as to what tempo 
rarily withdrawing meant, said that the matter would be 
subject to his ruling. ‘‘ Temporarily withdrawing ” he should 
certainly understand to mean that the matter withdrawn 
could be brought on next day. 

On a show of hands the resolution was lost. 


ELection OF COMMIITESS, 
Tae OaateMaN eaid the next resoluti: ns were very important 
in relation to the method of proce dure in the election of Com 
mittees. They were put forwrrd by the West Brom 
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UL ’ 
. d he called upon Dr. Croll | proposer of the resolution would alter the word ‘‘third” into 
Division, Birmingham Jast day of the session.” 


tomove the “vest Bromwich Division) said that the sugges- 


from a former Representative, who thought it 
ton emirate proceedings, and he therefore begged to 


t. 
ay ator al the first branch of the resolution : 


s for those members of Standing Committees who are 

ioted by the Annual Representative Meeting shall be handed to 

to Secretary of the meetiog not Jater than one hour afterthe com- 

mnencement cf the third daily session. 
Southampton, Guernsey an erney, an 

Dr. Mivisions) (moved in the place of the words ‘‘not later 

eel the words “‘ at the termination of the first day’s session 
ingui id that nomination 

an inquiry, the CHAIRMAN sai at nominations 

eeaeked in last sone up to the last moment before the 


election. h 
Nn (Birmingham Central Division) asked whether 
in proposing rider—namely, that all nomina- 
tions should be made with the assent of the nominee. : 
The CuarRMAN said he would be perfectly in order in 
oving that aiter the resolution was settled. He further 
ret in answer toan inquiry, that Dr. MacKeith’s terminology 
would certainly meet the occasion of their work that day. He 
said they were different sessions undoubtedly if they adjourned 
ain. 
a (Isle of Thanet, Faversham and Canterbury 
Divisions) thought that if the word “daily” were omitted 
after the words ‘‘ after —— of the third daily 
ion” it would simplify matters. nn 
said take a vote on Dr. MacKeith’s 
amendment first, because it very clearly raised the issue as 
to whether the nominations were to be handed in the night 


a) Nomination 


"ie show of hands the amendment was lost. 
Dr. MacponaLp (West Somerset Branch) proposed as an 
amendment : 
That the nominations be handed in before the close of the morning 
session of the second day of the meeting. 


motion was seconded by Dr. ALLAN (Leeds Division). 

4 Dovatas (Maidstone and Rochester and Chatham 
Divisions) said that he ventured to think that that might 
be too soon. As had been mentioned previously, the 
meeting wanted to see the reports of the Committees and 
to know the results of the labours of the men who had been 
appointed, and to know something about the men who had 
been taking part in the discussion. He thought thatif the 
names were handed in at the session after all the reports had 
been sifted there would still be a considerable amount of 
business to be done. 

Dr. D. F. Topp (Sunderland Division) said that the idea of 
putting the matter off to the next day was a most excellent 
one and would give the meeting some idea of the men they 
had to deal with. 

Dr. W. GossE (Isle of Thanet, Faversham and Canterbury 
Divisions) said thatthere might be no meeting in the monning. 
Why not say ‘‘ after the third session,” or ‘‘alter the reporus 
have been read.” ‘ 

Dr. O’Suttivan (Chelsea Division) said that he cordially 
agreed with what Dr. Douglas had said. . 

Dr. Ewart (Westminster Division) suggested “ not earlier 
than the end of the morning session.” fi 

mM amendment of Dr. MacponaLp was put to the meeting 
and lost. 

Dr. Waiter Smita (St. Pancras Division) proposed the 
insertion after the word ‘‘later” of the following words: ‘‘ than 
one hour after the commencement of the daily session in 
which the election takes place.” 

The motion was seconded. 

Dr. Morton (Walthamstow Division) thought the resolution 

(Southampton, Guernsey and Alderney, and 
Jersey Divisions) said that he understood that the whole 
object in moving the amendment was that the meeting might 
have before it the names of the men for whom it was going to 
vote, If it were left to within one hour of the close of the 
last daily session, the benefits intended to be given by the 
subsequent parts of the resolution could not be obtained. 

Dr. Dovetas said that what all had in mind was to learn 
tor of the men who were to be so elected to the various 

mmittees. 


The CHAIRMAN said that that was the same as the 
amendment. 

The Standing Order, curtailed in accordance with the terms 
of Dr. Walter Smith’s amendment, was then put to the 
meeting and lost. 

Dr. GossE (Isle of Thanet, Faversham and Canterbury 
—— supported the motion with the exception of the word 
“ daily.’ 

Dr. Jotun (Ealing and Watford Division) seconded the 
omission of the word ‘ daily.” 

The amendment was accepted by Dr. Crott. 

Dr. MITCHELL (Belfast Division) moved an amendment as 
follows: 

That after the words ‘not later than one hour after the commence- 
ment of the third session ’”’ shall be put the words “‘ at the termina- 
tion of the second day’s proceedings.”’ 

Me thought there ought to be some definite fixed date. 

Dr. GuLLAN (Liverpool, Central Division) seconded the re- 
solution, which was adopted. 

The C#airRMAN pointed out that although this was a com- 
pote amendment, it was not so on the ground advanced by 

c. Mitchell, because the original resolution as it now stood 
fixed a definite time, namely, ‘‘not later than one hour after 
the commencement of the third daily session.” So far, there- 
fore, as definiteness went there was nothing to choose. The 
difference between the amendmentand the original resolution 
was that the amendmént gave members another five or six 
hours to become better acquainted with their colleagues. 

The amendment was carried. 

A REPRESENTATIVE asked if the resolution as it now stood 
necessarily involved a three days’ meeting. 

The CHAIRMAN replied in the affirmative. 

Dr. WaLTER SMITH (St. Pancras Division) pointed out that 
if they put in ‘‘not later” it would not. 

Dr. Esett (Colombo, Ceylon Branch) asked if it was 
necessary to have the words *‘ second” or ‘‘third” day at all: 
and suggested that it read ‘‘that the nominations be hande 
in on the evening preceding the last day’s session.” 

The amendment was not seconded. 

Dr. HEtmE (Manchester) said that Representatives wanted 
the possibility of nominating members to the Committee left 
open as long as possible, and if there was to be a limit of time 
that limit must not be before Representatives had had time to 
hear how members of Committees had done their work. As 
nominations came in to the Chairman they should be printed 
and handed to members of the session so that it should know 
beforehand who was being proposed. 

The CHatRMaN said the meeting had now definitely decided. 
to close the list of nominations at the termination of the 
second day’s proceedings. 

De. Garstana (Altrincham Division) proposed to insert 
“not later than” in place of “at the commencement.” 

Dr. Browne (Winchester Division) seconded the amend- 
ment, which was agreed to. 

Resolution (4) was then agreed to as follows: 

(d) That the names of all those who have been so nominated before the 
close of the second daily session shall be printed in a list which 
shall be circulated with the minutes of the Representative Meeting 

- of that day. 

In reply to Dr. Cox (Gateshead, Consett, and Chester-le- 
Street Divisions), the CuairMan eaid that the names of the 
nominees would be printed on the minutes. 

WOLsTKNHOLME (Salford Division) moved the following 
rider: 

That all nominations should be made with the assent of the nominee. 

Dr. Broaprent (Manchester, North Division) seconded the 
rider, and it was adopted. 

Dr. Crott (West Bromwich Division) moved : 


(c) That voting papers containing all nominations received up to the 
close of one hour from the commencement of the third daily session 
shall be circulated to the members of the Representative Meeting 
during that session. 


Dr. E. O. Patce (North Carnarvon and Anglesea Divisiony 
thought the paragraph unnecessary after what had been 
decided, and it was withdrawn. 

Dr. Croit (West Bromwich Division) moved : 


(d) That cach member desiring to vote shall mark on the voting parer 
with a X names not exceeding the number of members elected to each. 
Committee, and shall return the paper to the Secretary at such time. 
before the close of the third daily session as shall be fixed by the 


Dr. WoLsTENHOLME (Salford Division) asked whether the 


Chairman. 
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proceedings” in place of ‘‘ third daily session,” and the motion 
was agreed to. 

Dr. Latimer (Swansea Division) asked if it would not be 
wiser to have some rule as to *“‘plumpers.” If there was no 
-limit cumulative voting would come in. 

The CHatrMAN said the following rider had been handed in, 
moved by Dr. Buist and seconded by Dr. Morton : 


That any member of a Committee elected by a Representative Meeting 
who has not attended half of the meetings during the year be for 
one year ineligible for appointment to the same Committee. 


Dr. Buist (Dundee) said that was a clause which the 
Council had applied to members of the Committee in order to 
protect itself automatically from any neglect of duty on the 
part of members, and it was suggested that the Representa- 
tive Meeting should protect itseif in the same way. 

In answer to Dr. WoLsTeNHOLME (Salford Division), ~ 

The CHAIRMAN said the point as to resolutions being pro- 
posed by members of Council was raised at the Swansea 
meeting. Members of Council were at liberty to propose 
resolutions, but not at liberty to vote. 

Dr. Cox (Gateshead, Consett, and Chester-le-Street 
Divisions) thought some provision should be inserted in case 
of illness. \ 

Dr. Buist (Dundee) said non-attendance was interpreted by 
the Council, and the excuse of illness deleted the non- 
attendance. 

Dr. Buist suggested that the rule should read “‘ five meetings 
of the Political Committee and three of the Ethical.” 

Dr. Morton (Walthamstow Division) said he might point out 
that thenames were givenat the end of theagenda, and it would 
be seen that some of the members had made only 3 
attendances out of 10, and another one 5 out of 10. He 
thought that such rule as suggested was absolutely necessary 
for carrying on the conduct of the business. 

The CHAIRMAN then put the resolution and declared it 
carried. 

oF DEBATE. 
Rider to Rule 1. 
That every member shall be seated except the one who may be ad- 
dressing the meeting, and when the Chairman rises no one shall 
continue standing, nor shall any one rise until the chair is resumed. 


This resolution, of which the West Bromwich Division had 
given notice, was moved by Dr. Croxt and carried. 


Additional Rule. 
Smoking.—That smoking be not allowed during such time as the 
Chairman is in the chair. 


The CHAIRMAN said he must call upon Dr. Holt, because 
the point had led to a division last time. 

This resolution was moved by Dr. Hott, on behalf of the 
Blackburn Division. 

The CHAIRMAN said it was purely a matter of opinion as 
well as of taste, and he would take a vote unless any member 
wished to address him, 

Dr. D. BrowNnE (Winchester Division) said he was a non- 
smoker, but he thought it was very hard to keep men from 
their cigarettes and pipes. 

Dr. Gossrz (Isle of Thanet, Faversham and Canterbury 
Divisions) said the circumstances varied, and he did not think 
the meeting ought to bind itself. 

The CHAiRMAN said the matter must be decided by the vote 
of the meeting. On a show of hands he declared the resolu- 
tion to be carried, 52 voting for it and 48 against. 

In reply to a REPRESENTATIVE who asked whether smoking 
might be allowed in the evening, 

. The CHAIRMAN said it was quite open for any one to move 
the suspension of the Standing Orders. 
By Capp, 

In reply to a question whether the resolutions might be 
taken by card, 

The CHAIRMAN replied in the negative, as the resolution 
had been voted on. Headded that he wished to draw atten- 
tion to the Standing Order (No. 9) in reference to voting by 
card, which, to put it into line with the by-laws as altered at 
Oxford, had been altered to read as follows: 

That if, upon the Chairman proceeding to take the vote of the meeting 
upon any motion or amendment, any Representative of a Division shall 
move that the said vote be taken by card, and if two Representatives 
rise in their places in support of such motion, the vote shall be taken by 
card, 


The resolution was carried. 


The CHArrMAN asked any mem 
the report to do so by moving define, “ished to criticize 
effect that the Representative Meeting dienes Ution to the 
and-such a paragraph or proposes some other a With such. 

Dr. MacKziru (Southampton, Guernsey and Orm Of action, 
Jersey Divisions) said that. he would like to .1euey and 
plain. It was not a question of business in make himself 
it was a question of the order being altered, 1 ““™Polated, but 

The CuarrMan, begging pardon, said that it 
of business being interpolated’ because ‘on & question 
reference whatever in the Standing Orders 3 
many points which were not in the Standing 0 
down according to the printed documents, Before h laid 
upon the Chairman of Council he had to ask them fp called 
eons rders as amended, and he put that from in 

e CHAIRMAN OF COUNCIL, in movin : 
Report, mentioned that it contained 20 Tae of the 
of Dr. Murphy, a member of the Council, which hod wat 
place very shortly after the Report was pre 
proposed alteration of the Memorandum of Association _ 
matter of considerable interest. The subject had ws 
discussed at Oxford, but the Council had made no defini 
proposition, because it was hoped that the meetin woul 
decide that a Royal Charter should be applied for, — 

The CHarrMan said the reception of the Report of 
Council having been duly moved, he would call attentio to 
some very important motions arising out of it which could be 
very well taken as amendments, although they were not 
amendments in the strict sense of the word, but moti 
arising out of the report. He would take them now before 
the financial position, which was another issue altogether 
was considered. The first was a motion made on behalf of 
the North Manchester Division. These resolutions were of 
great importance in the history of the Association, becanse 
they embodied the principle of the Representative Meeting 

king more share in the work of the Association. He was 
bound to point out that the matter was still under considers. 
tion as part of the new constitution, and therefore that was a 
very opportune moment to have a discussion on the subject, 
He would ask Dr. Broadbent to move Resolution A, 

Dr. MacKeirH (Southampton, Guernsey and Alderney, and 
Jersey Divisions), rising to a point of order, said that in his 
view it was impossible to discuss these motions at all in viewof 
Article of Association No. 47, which stated that such resolu. 
tions must have been published in the JourNnat three months 
before they were discussed by the Representatives, 

The CuarrMaN said that the motions arose out of the report 
to the Council and were strictly in order. They were not 
motions directly to alter the by-law. They would simply 
afford the Representative Meeting an opportunity to give its 
opinion upon the general principle. 

Dr. Cox (Gateshead, Consett, and Chester-le-Street Divisions) 
thought the point was hardly one of order, The resolutions 
could not be dealt with by the Representatives without 
instructions from the Divisions, and as men who had any 
respect for the constitution of the Association he asked the 
Representatives not to accept this resolution. It was evidently 
not in conflict with the by-laws, but surely it was in conflict 
with the whole spirit of the Association to press resolutions 
upon a meeting composed of Representatives who had not an 
opportunity of being instructed on those particular matters 
by their Divisions. 

The CHAIRMAN said that on the point of order, as he under- 
stood, he mustrule that these resolutions were not out of order, 
because they were clearly a means of dealing with matters 
before the Council, and the only objection which could be 
taken was the technical but proper objection that they might be 
regarded as motions to alter by-laws of which due notice had 
not been given. That was not the case. They were merely 
expressions of opinion on the part of the meeting as reg 
the constitution of certain Committees, and the opinion of 
the meeting was by way of instruction to the Council to 
arrange for the necessary alterations of the by-laws, which 
instructions, if carried out, would come before the Represen- 
tative Meeting next year for discussion. They would, of 
course, have been before the Divisions also. He certainly 
would never take upon himself to rule any motion brought 
forward by a Division on a matter of new principle to be 
unfit for discussion by the meeting. He thought it woul 
destroy the political liberty of the meeting. It was in absolute 
harmony with the constitution, and every one of the 
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duly observed. It was quite true that 
of the by-laws wed for discussion that day had not been dis- 
wis me Divisions except Dr. Broadbent’s Division, but 
uite open to that Division to send a new principle up 
it was i epresentative Meeting, and the Representatives would 
one he concluded, in the best interests of the Associa- 
ar if they ow (Walthamstow Division) said he had another 
ai of order. His object was simply to get through the 
uickly, and he thought from what was said 
jness more q y; 
ing. hy could nota general r 

be esting. be proposed? It was a matter of 

all if Je. His point of order was that the Representative 

 ereed had no power to instruct the Council to alter the by- 
Ce The meeting must do that of its own free will. It was 
cote of time to go through all that, and, on a point oforder, 
he asked if they could — 
‘oh it di rove. was not a constitutional way o 

see that the Representative Meeting had 

uestion, the CHAIRMAN sai a e resolu- 
necessary to bring a e various amendmen 
steps the Divisions in due course. 

Dr. BRoaDBENT (Manchester, North Division) said that there 
was a principle underlying = His Division 
mit the amendments e Council. 
vine CHAIRMAN said that after what had fallen from Dr, 
Broadbent it would be perhaps more in consonance with the 
feeling of the meeting if he would withdraw the resolution 
temporarily in favour of — te 

inciple. He would ask the Medical Secre o draft a 

a. and if Dr. Broadbent would accept it, that would 

be a better way of 
. LANGLEY Browne said that Dr. Broadbent’s resolution 

a the existing Hospitals Committee would really provide 

a very large amount of good work during the year. 
mae ad 4 ment unfortunate to throw it over. Then, 
again, members working on a committee were responsible only 
to the persons who elected them. Surely the Council might 

Cox ateshea nse an Shester-le- Stree 
Divisions) ‘wished to oppose the on the 

North Manchester Division hada proper constitutiona 

oo he would not say a more direct way, of bringing these 
matters before the Association than it had taken. Instead 

tters before 

at eending the resolutions up in time to be discussed by the 
whole of the Divisions, it chose to send them up at a.period 

f the Divisions at any rate. e thoug at it was a mos 
serions position. All those present were there in one capa- 
city, and that was as Representatives. A Representative was 
himself, he was not instruc upon the matter, an e 
would not care to take the responsibility of voting. There 
was a proper method of allowing the Divisions to discuss new 

prop 

measures, and that had adopted. 
North Manchester Division wante ese measures 
dealt with, they must bring them up in time to have them 
a by the Divisions, and in time for there to be a vote 
upon them. 

Dr. BEVERLEY said that it would bea very unfortunate thing 
just at this particular.part of its history to alter the constitu- 
tion of the Hospitals Committee. It was very largely repre- 
poo Ba the _—- moment, and it was doing a great 

of active wor 

Dr. Heme said that he should be sorry if the meeting 
thought that these resolutions had been brought forward by 
Manchester or by the Lancashire and Cheshire Branch. It 
was one small Division, numbering about sixty members, 

ear the ruling that such important matters dealing wi 
as a sort of side-issue on the Report of the Council. . 
ersey Divisions) sa at these matters were published in 
the agenda for the first time last week, and it was @ serious 
for the Representatives to consider the 
uestions, 

Dr. BroapBEnt (Manchester, North Division) said that if it 

any time he would withdraw the proposal 


The CHAIRMAN OF Councit said that the 1 seemed to 
him to involve a very important departure. He felt for him- 
self, and he believed that the majority of the Council felt with 
him, that it was desirable that certain committees should be 
appointed by the Representative Meeting, and in the Recon- 
stitution Committee that. matter was discussed. The Medico- 
Political and other Committees were appointed partly from 
the Representative Meeting and partly from the Council, with 
the result that they had to report to the Council and to the 
Representative Meeting. The whole Association elected the 
Council as the executive body of the Association, and it would 
be extremely inconvenient if purely executive committees had 
to report all their proceedings to the Representative Meetin 
before they could be carriedout. It was very unnecessary, an 
was probably not desirable. It was open for the Representa- 
tive Meeting every year to bring forward matters for the 
Council to deal with. 

Dr. Kinsey said that he thought that the tendency of the 
resolution would be to diminish the efficiency of the Council, 
because members of the Council, if they were incompetent to 
sit on committees, were surely incompetent to vote on the 
resolutions which those committees sent up to the Council. 
Therefore, the only thing for them to do would be to resign. 
He did not think that any one could be an efficient member of 
the Council unless he served on the Executive Committees of 
the Council. 

The resolutions were accordingly withdrawn. 

The CuHatrMANn said that, being personally responsible for 
putting the resolutions on the paper, he wished to say that, 
while he agreed with what had fallen from Dr, Kinsey, it 
seemed to him that the example of the Ethical and Medical 
Committees showed that the system proposed in these resolu- 
tions produced the best results. The matter would, of course, 
come up again at the meeting next year. 


TENURE OF OFFICE OF MEDICAL OFFICERS OF HEALTH. 

A resolution by the Gloucestershire Branch dealing with 
the questien of the fixity of tenure of medical officers of 
health was ultimately adopted in the followingform, on the 
motion of Dr. CuTHBERT: 

That the Council be instructed to press forward the Public Health Bil} 

giving fixity of tenure to medical officers of health. 

In reply to a question, the CHatrmMAN oF Councit, in 
the absence of the Chairman of the Public Health Com- 
mittee, said that every possible effort had been made to bring 
forward this Bill. It had not been successful in the ballot. 
this session of Parliament, so that it was quite impossible to 
bring the Bill before the House. 

Dr. BrownE (Winchester Division) said the object of the 
motion was to strengthen the hands of the Council. 

The CHaiRMAN said the wording was in accord with the 
previous resolutions of the Association on the subject, and it 
was carried nem. con. . 


PROVIDENT DISPENSARIES, 

Dr. WoLSTENHOLME (Salford Division) asked if it were true 
that the Central Council had authorized or permitted a 
Division to establish a provident dispensary or had re- 
cognized the provident dispensary which had been, estab- 
lished by a Division. He asked the question for this reason - 
the whole question of provident dispensaries was before the 
meeting, and if it were true that the Central Council 
had already granted their assent to the nomination 
of such a body by a Division, it had practically prejudged the 
am, and personally he very much objected to. their 
action. 

The CHAIRMAN OF CouNciL said the answer to that was— 
No; he was not aware of the fact. 

Dr. WoOLSTENHOLME (Salford Division) said he was sum- 
moned to a meeting of the Hospitals Committee and was in- 
formed by the Chairman of the Hospitals Committee that the 
Council had given their assent to the establishment of a pro- 
vident dispensary by a large Division, 

The CuarrRMAN said he supposed Dr. Wolstenholme was 
referring to the establishment of a medical service in 
Norwich. 

The CHAIRMAN Of the Hospitals Committee said he had in- 
formed that Committee that the Council had assented to th 
formation of a public medical service in Norwich. 
The CuairmaN said he thought the matter need go no 
further at present. If Dr. Wolstenholme was not satisfied 
with the answer he could put the matter on the agenda paper 
for the following day. 


.» FINANCE, 


The Treasurer.(Dr. SKERRITT) on the adap- 
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tion of the balance sheet for the year 1904. As Representatives 
had had the opportunity of considering 16, he would make no 
comments upon it. 

Dr. BroapBent (Manchester, North Division) said he under- 
stood the central premises represented something like £70,coo. 
Were they not extravagant in using that amount o1 money 
simply for the accommodation of the offices and the committee 
rooms? Helooked upon it as a large amount of money practi- 
cally lying idle. 

Tae CHAIRMAN OF CouNciL said this matter was alluded 
to in the report. For the last three years the matter had 
been under the very serious consideration of the Council. 
Various schemes had been suggested with a view to the re- 
modelling of the whole of the building. A good deal of the 
ground floor was let off, and a considerable annual sum was 
received. The Council had gone further, but the matter was 
not ripe for report. The whole matter of whether the occupa- 
tion of the present premises was extravagant had been 
thoroughly gone into. The Council would deal with it as soon 
as it could, probably in the course of the next twelve months, 
on anne have something definite to report to the meeting 
next year. 

Dr. BroapBEnT (Manchester, North Division) said he had 
no doubt many members would be glad to know what was 
received in rent from the premises. 

The OgatrMAN said they could see that from the balance 
sheet in the revenue account for the last year. The revenue 
irom rents and investments was £1,120. 

Dr. Cox (Gateshead, Consett, and Chester-le Street 
Divisions) asked if the passage of the resolution precluded 
any discussion of any of the paragraphs in the report. 

The CHarrMAN replied in the effirmative. He had given 
every opportunity for observations on the report. 

Dr. Cox (Gateshead, Consett, and Chester-le-Street 
Divisions) said that last year the report was taken para- 
graph by paragraph. 

The CHarrman stated that he had thought it better to put 
the report as a whole, as matters requiring full discussion 
were made subjects of separate reports. 

Dr. Cox (tateshead, Consett, and Chester-le-Street 
Divisions) moved the following addition to Paragraph 14 of 
the report of the Council with reference to printing and 
stationery : 

That the Representative Meeting considers that all Branch and 
Division Rules should be printed and paid for at the expense of 
Central funds. 

The strain upon many Branches was a very serious matter. 
Under the new constitution they were undertaking more and 
more important duties, and this was a matter which might 
very well be provided for by head quarters. At present they 
got nothing from head quarters for their 48. a year, and it 
seemed to him that such things as printing the rules would 
be legitimate items to be paid for at head quarters. His own 
Branch was getting to a point where expenditure would be 
greater than income, and was having to face the question of 
a voluntary fund. He thought that the Branch might very 
well be relieved of a little of this intolerable strain. 

Dr. Howgtt (Cleveland Division) seconded the resolution. 

Dr. Broavpsent (Manchester, North Division) said he would 
like to ask, upon the paragraph relating to the JourNAL, what 
was going to be done about the publication of those elected to 
represent the various loca! Councils. It was only in May last 
that the lists of the various Councils were published in the 
JouRNAL. There was a suggestion in the Agenda that the 

Year Book was to be published in September, and if that was 
carried out he would like to know whether these lists would 
be published this year. 

The CuatrMAN thought the best way would be to move that 
as a motion, and if it were moved he would accept it. 

Dr. Broapsent (Manchester, North Division) said he was 
met so well with regard to the matter at Oxford that a promise 
= the Chairman would be sufficient without a formal reso- 

ution. 

The CuarrMaN said the Council would endeavour to do that. 

The annual Report of the Council and the financial state- 
anent were then adopted. 

The meeting then adjourned for fifteen minutes. 


Co-ORDINATION OF THE SCIENTIFIC WORK OF THE 
ASSOCIATION. 
’ he Cuarrman said that the next business was the addi- 
tional reports of the Council. The first was a report on the 
co-ordination of the scientific work of the Association. 
Dr, Burst eaid that the Committee felt that the political 
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work was now running more or less re 
heavily-laden train. ‘There was now ona 
ing a definite policy as to the scientific work of th. Of adopt 
tion. The resolutions must be considered by th 2D el 
before effect could be given to them. He accordin 1 visions 
first that the report be received and approved 
to ithe Divisions their consideration. Sent down 
r. KELME asked whether, if the resoluti 
it stood, it meant that the meetings abeaieniee adopted ag 
Divisions all the items of the and 
e CHAIRMAN said it me 
certainly ant that in a eneral sgenge 
. HeLmE said there was another impor 

looked with rather a jealous eye upon the amy auestion, He 
the Association was spending on svientific work. The bull 
the profession had had very little done for them u = “ 
present, and had just begun to feel that the Aseociation mike 
be of some use to the general practitioner. It seemed ment 
that the Association was doing very well by giving thea ws 
of money it did to scientific work. The suggested epee 
rearch library was a new item of expenditure, A rese “4 
library to be of any value should be complete, and therek rg 
mendation either meant an expenditure e 
money. of large acm or the 

EPRESENTATIVE said he was sorry to 
thought it was a step in the right 
expect to get a large library all at once. A beginning must be 
made. Whatever was done in the organization or medico. 
political work, the scientific work of the Association must be 
then put th 

he CHatrmAN then put the motion that the 

to the Divisions, and it was carried nem. con, “a 


CrericaL Starr SUPERANNUATION SCHEME. 

The CuataMan or CounciL, in moving the adoption of the 
report, said that the matter had been under the consideration 
of the Council for a very long time, and it had now arrived 
at a conclusion which he hoped the meeting would consider 
satisfactory. He hoped that the necessity for such a scheme 
would be patent to everybody. The difficulty in starting it 
was that a number of persons of different ages had to be dealt 
with. The report of the actuary was given, and the scheme 
was fully explained in the report. Under the scheme the 
Association would be spending no more money than it had 
been spending fora good many years. For each year it had 
been paying the sum of £300 on superannuation, and the 
actuary told them that if they adopted that scheme there 
wouid be a complete superannuation scheme which, in his 
opinion, would cost the Association about £300 a year, and as 
time went on it would cost less, and finally, he hoped, it 
would cost the Association nothing, but would be self. 
supporting. He moved the adoption of the report. 

br. Browne said that it would be remembered that 
last year the meeting directed that a scht me should be drawn 
up. The Committee examined a very large number of 
schemes of different railway companies, public cffices, and 
different corporations, and drew up a scheme which they 
thought would be practicable. Before deciding upon it, they 
had referred it to one of the best-known actuaries, Mr, 
Acland. He went. into it thoroughly, and said that the 
scheme was on a sound basis. It was a fair thing to do, and 
he was sure it would not cost the Association more than it 
had been in the habit of spending. ; 

A REPRESENTATIVE asked whether a medical examination 
was required. 

Another REPRESENTATIVE inquired whether a man falling ill 
in the service after a year or two would be eligible for super- 
annuation, or must he have gerved so many years. 

The CHatrMaAN said he thought it would be seen that the 
last point was dealt with. He did not understand that there 
was any medical examination of their employ é3. F 
- Dr. Witson (Birmingham Central Division) inquired 
whether the verdict of the meeting was final in the matter, or 
would the scheme be sent down to the Divisions again. 

The CuarrMAN said the approval of the meeting would be 
final. 

Dr. Witson said that in that cage he was instructed to 
oppoge it. His Division thovght that if a scheme of super- 
annuation was adopted, it would probably prevent 
rising as they ought in the natural couree of events. 

Dr. W. L. Muir (Glasgow Eastern Division) said that the 
number of individuals in the employment of the Association 
was very small, He did not think the basis large enough, He 
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j superannuation, but he thought they would 

; oe to ‘ane an arrangement with a big office. 
CaveRHiLt (North-West Edinburgh Division) pointed 
De at most benevolent societies in connexion with large 
‘og of employés had nearly all gone by the board. It was 
inadequate way of providing for those on the 
oe It was inequitable. The benefits to be granted under 


the scheme were: bject to at least 
on retirement at age 65 subject to at least 15 years’ 
salto, veteh pension to be computed on the basis of 1-6oth of the 
é salary duriog the five years prior to retirement, in 
joka of each year of service completed after the attainment 


years of ag 


of such salary. 
Council, pensions 


60. 
sieemsembors, ia the event of death or resigoation before enteriog on 


sion, and also in the event of death before pension allowances for 

a ears have been made. The contributions of existiog members 
ms so years of age aud of allfuture members (who will not be 
samitted after age so) to be at the rate cf 24 per cent. upon the amount 
laries for the time being. Existing members over 50 years 
ent. upon the amount of their salaries for the time 


did no 
have been 


e, but in no case to exceed 40-6oths (or 2-3rds) 
In exceptional cases, to be determined by the 

computed as above may be granted on 
(vb) The return of all contributions paid 


of their sa 
of age to pay 3 perce 
ied died at the end of five years his family got 
if a man died at the end o ily go 
eee, ond yet he had been deluded into thinking he aol a 
sion for his old age, and the advantage he got from this 
scheme as regarding wife, or family, or sister, or those depen- 
dent upon him, was extremely small. It would be very 
difficult to get over the inequitable arrangement which such a 
scheme brought into being, and for a small body of men it 
was far better that they should arrange that this should be 
done by a society whose business it was to do such things, and 
it would be giving a more equitable return. : 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that there was a provision for 
the return of all contributions paid by members. 

The CuarRMAN OF CouNciL said that inquiries had shown 
that if an insurance office were asked to take the scheme on it 
would cost the Association a great deal more. 

Dr. Browne (Winchester Division) said that he had been 
instructed by his Division to support the scheme on the 
understanding that there was a limit as to age upon admission 
and that there was a medical examination. 

Dr. Gorpon Gutuan (Liverpool, Central Division) asked if 
the Chairman of Council could assure the members that on 
entering the office a _ would undergo a medical 
examination. It seemed to him most unsound thata medical 
body should put an employé into a sort of insurance or 
superannuation scheme without undergoing a medical 
examination. He proposed that all members of the staff on 
joining the office should undergo a medical examination. 

Dr. Mrtr (Glasgow Eastern Division) moved an amendment 
to the ¢ff-ct that the basis for superannuation was not sufti- 
cient, and that if superannuation were carried through it 
roagd handed over to a large office undertaking work of 

t kind. 
' The CuatrMan said that that was an alternative course 
which he could not consider as an amendment. It could be 
raised as a direct negative. 

De. Water SmitH (St. Pancras Division) asked whether 

‘thescheme referred to all those who were in receipt of weekly 
wages, 

The CHAIRMAN replied in the negative. 

Dr. Lanctey Browne wished to point out that a medical 
examination was absolutely unnecessary. It was not as ifthe 
employ és were to get sick pay. Ifa man lived to 65 he gota 

nsion, or under some circumstances he got it at 6o, and if 

e died before that he simply had his contributions back, 
and therefore a medical examination was unnecessary. 

The CuarrMman then put the resolution, which was carried. 

Mr. Warp Cousins (Portsmouth Division) said that those 
employé3 who had been long in their service stood on a 
different footing from those who might join in the future. 
ae latter might properly be subjected to a medical examina- 

Dr. A. Gorpon GuLLaN (Liverpool, Central Division) said 
that his resolution only referred to new members joining. 

The Cuarrman said that was quite understood. 

Dr. Lanatry Browne said that the Committee had gone 
into the matter thoroughly, and found that the Association 
could do it more cheaply than through any other organization. 
It was better to havea settled scheme to which all should 
contribute. It would not be compulsory on the present staff, 
bat in the fature any one joining would be medically examined, 
and it would be compulsory for them to contribute ; in course 


of time their contributions would make the whole scheme 
self-supporting. The actuary had advised that the scheme 
would be self-supporting in the end. 

Dr. Muir (Glasgow Eastern Division) was not against the 
principle of superannuation, but the small number in the 
employment of the Association was not sufficient to afford 
a sound basis for a superannuation scheme. If a few of the 
more aged men went on to the superannuation after five or 
six years, the money would all be gone in a very short time. 
There were insurance companies which would take over the 
poorest but they would not do it unless they made a profit 
ou 4 oO it. 

fg CaAtRMAN having inquired if Dr. Muir had an amend- 
ment, 

Dr. Murr moved : 


That the basis of the superannuation is not large enough for safety, 
and therefore, if carried into effect, arrangements ought to be made 
with an insurance company. 


The CHAIRMAN could not recognize this as an amendment, 
but asa direct negative. ‘The basis of superannuation is 
not enough for safety” was an argument against the motion, 
or, in other words, was a negation of it. ‘‘ Therefore, if carried 
into effect, arrangements ought to be made with an insurance 
company,” was a new proposition altogether, and he could not. 
accept that as an amendment. It would be better to take the 
vote on the original resolution. 

Dr. Browne (Winchester Division) thought Dr. Langley 
Browne had answered. Dr. Muir's difficulty. He had said that 
the question had been carefully considered by a skilled 
actuary, whose decision they must accept. 

The CaatrMAN having reminded the meeting that it was 
quite open to discuss it from every point, 

Dr. F. E. Wynne (Leigh and Wigan Division) asked whether 
the scheme involved compulsory retirement at the age of 65, 
similarly to the rule which obtained in the Government ser- 
vice. 1t was conceivable that there were servants at the age 
of 65 who were capable of many more years of work, and it 
ppt extravagant and unjust to retire them compulsorily 
at that age. 

A RepaESENTATIVE inquired where the deficiency was to 
come from ? 

The TREASURER said that there was £1,220 in hand. 

Another ReprEsENTATiVE said that tnat was not quite a full 
answer, because, as appeared from the report, though there 
was £1,220 in hand, yet there was this item: ‘' Estimated 
ne to be provided from the funds of the Association, 

4.083. 

‘The CuarrMaN pointed out that this was ro} a deficiency to 
be met at once. 

The REPRESENTATIVE inguired how long it would be before 
the scheme was likely to be self-supporting and before the 
deficiency was wiped out. 

Dr. Gossz (Isle of Thanet, Faversham and Canterbury 
Divisions) said that as the getting up of this scheme was am 
instruction of the meeting last year, and as it was purely a 
benevolent echeme and as far as could be seen quite satisfac- 
tory, he did not see that there was anything to do but put 
the original motion. 

De, CaveRHILL (North-West Edinburgh Division) said that 
they ought to see that the greatest good to the greatest number 
would result. He thought that the scheme of superanuation 
was too limited, and that it should be extended in the direc- 
tion which he indicated in his amendment : 

That arrangements be made with an office of standing to insure the 

lives of the clerical staff, and that a proportion of the premiums be 
paid by the Association. 


That was not in opposition to the scheme, but it was supple- 
mentary to it. He wanted to provide for the wives and 
families of the clerical staff. 

The CuarrMaN said that he thought that the proposal of 
the last speaker was a rider. 

Dr. MacKerru (Southampton, Guernsey and Alderney, and 
Jersey Divisions) said that the question of arranging how 
much was to be given would besettled by the General Meeting 
on the following day. 

The CaarrmaN said that in a sense it was going to be 
settled now. The Representative Meeting under the con- 
stitution had no executive capacity in regard to finance. 
Tho General Meeting had that power. At the same time, 
if the meeting of Representatives decided on this scheme 
he did not suppose that the General Meeting would go 
against it, so in that sense the responsibility for the 
expenditure of £3co a year on the part of the Association 


involved the Association in an expenditure averaging £3004 
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really rested with the Representative Meeting, and that must be 
in the minds of the members when they came to vote. Asa 
member of the Committee he mightsay that he was extremely 


innocent on these questions of finance in regard to super- 
annuation, but when the actuary stated that the scheme 


year for, say, ten years, his objections on thescore of possible. 
financial danger vanished. Ue thought that that was a con- 
tribution that the Association ought to give for the sake of 
those who had worked for them. Therefore, in that sense he 
voted in favour of the report. He thought thai it was 
due to the meeting that he should make that short explana- 
tion. It would be better to regard the first part of Dr. Muir’s 
proposal as a negation of the general principle. He would 
therefore put the resolution first : 

That the report of the Committee be received and adopted. 

The motion was carried by a very large majority. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN said that Dr. Muir’s second point was a very 
distinct one. I[t was that arrangements should be made with 
dn insurance company. He took it that even now arrange- 
ments of the kind might possibly be made; but after the 
statement from the Chairman of Council that the question 
had been gone into, and that it was found far more expensive, 
he hardly thought that this should be pressed upon the 
meeting. 

Mr. Murr said that he would not press the matter. 

The CHarrMAN said that Dr. Caverhill proposed a different 
scheme altogether—namely : 

That arrangements be made with an office of standing to insure the 
lives of the general staff, and that a proportion of the premiums be 
paid by the Association. 

He supposed that the balance was to be compulsorily paid by 
the employés. 

Dr. CAVERSILL said that this was a common thing in many 
banks. He was told that all the banks in Ireland had a 
similar arrangement. 

4 McManus (Wandsworth Division) seconded the 
anotion. 

A REPRESENTATIVE ‘proposed that the scheme should be 
made permissive, and not compulsory. 

Another REPRESENTATIVE moved, as ‘an amendment, that 
every employé should be examined medically on his admis- 
sion, and that it should also be a sine gua non that ke kept 
himself insured in some sound Friendly Society. 

Dr. Dovatas said that this was ascheme which the meeting 
could not vote upon with the information at present in its 
possession. It was a scheme for adding to the pension fund 
an insurance fund. That he did not think they ought 
to commit themselves to. The most that the meeting could 
do was, he ventured to suggest, to refer the matter to the 
Council for consideration. 

Mr. Warp Cousins seconded the proposal. 

Dr. Dovatas said that he did not mean that it should inter- 
fere with the report of the Superannuation Committee, 
but if there was any idea that there should be an insurance 
fund at all, they ought not to commit themselves to it. That 
question should be referred to the Council of the Association. 

The CuairMan proposed that it should be referred back to 
the Superannuation Committee. and 

Dr. Dovatas (Maidstone and Rochester and Chatham Divi- 
sions) and Mr. Warp Cousins agreed. 

Dr. Browne (Winchester Division) said that he took it that 
they were not nurses to their employés, and he did not know 
what right they had to interfere withthem. The Representa- 
tive Meeting had agreed to the suggestion as to superannua- 
tion, and therefore the question was settled as far as it was 
concerned. 

Dr. WatrerR §mitH (St. Pancras Division) said that he 
understood that there were only thirty-five men to whom the 
scheme would apply. He asked the Chairman if he knew of 
any case in which there had been an insurance scheme with 
only thirty-five men ? 
' Dr. Latimer (Swansea Division) asked whether it was 
on ina for him to propose a direct negative to the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN said that he would rather that Dr. Latimer 
should move the previous question. 

Dr. Latimer moved the previous question, which was 
seconded by Dr. OpELL, and carried. 


CHARTER. 
The CaaIRMAN said that the next report was very 


important, and called upon the Chairman of Council to. 


which had interviews with the Solicitor and 


alter the Memorandum of Association and t 


‘Branches felt it a great hardship that they could 4 


The Cuarrman oF Councit said tha 

body in the room had read the report. ‘The the 
before the meeting on more than one occasion. M, 7 
that the British Medical Association was not able tos “= 

ing epresentati i i 

Memorandum of Association and the Articles of pa ane 
so as toenable the Association to carry out t poem 


The matter was referred by the Council. to 


who had not altogether satisfied them that they would me 
A he Articles in such 
way as to carry out the objects. One of inci —— 
was that there should be power taken 
tion or any Branch of it to make grants to benevolent og 
provident institutions. Under the new constitution nel 


subscribe to such institutions which they had 


accustomed to subscribe to before. Even with the alteration 


of the Memorandum they were not satisfied that 
be able to do that. The Representatives would por Bey 
Mr. Beaufort Palmer suggested that the Association should 
apply for a Royal Charter. The suggestion had been made 
before. He did not know what steps had been taken then, 
but it was suggested at one of the meetings to the Committee 
that he should endeavour to ascertain from the Pri 
Council whether there was any chance of an Association, 
like the British Medical Association obtaining a Royal 
Charter. The opinion which he gathered from his inquiries 
at the Privy Council Office was that if the Association 
proceeded in the right way there was little doubt 
that it would obtaina Royal Charter if it applied for one. 
He had been able to report that to the Council,and the recom- 
mendation of the Council was that a charter should be applied 
for. It might be asked, What was the use of a Royal Charter ? 
lf the Association was working under a Royal Charter it could 
practically do anything it wished, subject only to the Jaw of 
the land. It was necessary, of course, that the Royal 
Charter should be applied for in a proper way, 
otherwise the Association might tie itself. As far as he could 
gather, a charter applied for in the terms of the present 
Memorandum of Association would practically cover every- 
thing which the Association wanted. He concluded by 
moving: 
That the Representative Meeting should issue the necessary authority 
for application on behalf of the Association to be made to the Privy 
‘Council, praying His Majesty to grant a Royal Charter of Incor- 
poration to the Association. 


The CHAIRMAN said that he had received the following 
amendment : 


That in the opinion of this meeting it is not certain that an advantage 
would be gained by the acquisition of a Royal Charter, and the sub- 
ject be therefore referred back to the Central Council and to the 
Divisions for further consideration, with the recommendation that 
further legal advice be taken on the subject. 


Mr. Armit (Hampstead Division),in moving the amendment, 
said that he had gone very carefully into the question of 
charters, and he found that in a very large majority of cases 
charters did not work as smoothly as they were said to do. 
The first point to ‘be decided was as to what was 
the use of having a charter, and if they found 
that the uses were not very great, what were the 
alternatives which they had before them? They had = 
been told that the use of having a charter was that they 
could do anything subject to the law of theland. On the 
other hand, he had heard from many societies who posseseed 
charters that, instead of being able to do anything subject to 
the law of the land, they could do anything subject to the law 
of the land and their charter; that was to say, they could do 
anything that their charter said they might. They must not 
do anything outside it. Their charter bound them down firmly 
and strangled them. Was it possible to put in a charter 
everything that the Association would want to do in the next 
twenty or thirty, or a hundred years or more? He did not 
think that it was. A great number of charters had been 
obtained, and supplementary charters had been obtained 
afterwards with the idea of amending the charters. These 
supplementary charters, like the original ones, cost a 
deal of money. It took a great dealof time, and they werenot 
always easy to get. The alternatives were either toamend 
Articles of Association, or to wind up the whole Association 


‘bring it forward. 


and start again. ‘The Association could not go on a8 
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yas going on at present. His own personal view was that the 


‘ s to wind up and start afresh, with a fresh set 
coeds. The limitation of the power of charters de- 

@ iaed entirely upon the possibility of doing everything in 
ow charter. They were told from the beginning that all con- 
cgeal matters must be excluded. He did not see how it 
jo ssible for the Association under the present constitution 
to exclude controversial matters. The Association would not 
peallowed to alter its by-laws except by laying the proposed 
Jaws before the Privy Council and getting the permission 
the Privy Council. He had been informed that the Insti- 
tute of Chemistry were in the habit of collecting by-laws until 
it paid them to have them passed by the Privy Council. It 
cost them from £40 to £100 each time. The Association met 
year with a view of amending by-laws and bringing new 
ones in, 80 he presumed that the financial statement would 
have to include a yearly bill of about £100 for amending the 
Jaws. Then as to the tenure of lands, every existing 

r limited the amount of land that could beheld. He 
thought that it would be an exceedingly difficult thing for the 
Association. Another question: The Board of Trade would 
have to be consulted because the Association was thinking 
of bringing up the question of Medical Defence. Then 
there was the question of the sale of certain publi- 
eations. ‘That meant expense and waste of time. The 
Royal British Nurses’ Aseociation applied for a charter in 
1386 and they got it in 1887. It was opposed, but not to 
apy great extent. They had to pay 41,000. He would not 
mind vouching that a charter would cost the Association not 
Jess than 43.000, and possibly a very great deal more. The 
title “ Royal” did not go with the charter. If the Association 
liked it could apply to have the title ‘‘ Royal,” and go on under 
the Articles of Association as long as they did not have the 
termination of ‘‘ Limited.” He should propose that the 
matter should be reconsidered by some other lawyers, and 
reconsidered especially by the Council to see whether they 
didnotthink that some other alternative plan could be brought 


forward. 
Dr. MILLER (Exeter and Barnstaple Divisions) seconded the 


motion. 

Dr. Vox (Gateshead, Consett, and Chester-le-Street Divisions) 
asked whether the Solicitor of the Association would say 
something on the subject. 

Mr. Hempson (Solicitor to the Association) said that he 
thought that Mr. Armit had taken a very liberal estimate on 
the point of expense. He did not quite apprehend the diffi- 
culties that had been mentioned in regard to getting a charter 
in such terms as would answer the purpose of the Association. 
The least that the Association could do was to try to get a 
charter, and the first thing to do was for the Association to 

ent a charter in draft in the form in which it was required. 
urely, if the Association could get what was wanted in 
the terms of a charter, so that it was free from the dis- 
abilities and troubles at present encountered, it would be far 
better than winding up the Association and founding a new 
one on different lines. As to the tenure of land, the Royal 
Agricultural Society owned the Park Royal site. He did not 
think that the Board of Trade would be able to put any great 
— in the way of the Association getting what it 

Dr. GarstaNnc (Altrincham Division) referred to the point 
as to the Representatives being fettered by regulations. 

Mr. Hempson thought that point had been covered. They 
would have to trust in great measure to the ingenuity of 
counsel in settling the form of charter, so as to get into it 
everything they required. There would have to be an omni- 
bus clause, enabling the Association to carry out other objects. 
had the opinion of Mr. who had 

re experience in company matters than perha 
member of the Bar. 

Dr. BRownE (Winchester Division) spoke of this as a ‘‘ bolt 
from the blue.” Why was not this question started when the 
British Medical Association was bein greconstituted? Theques- 
tion had then been very pertinently put: ‘ Why had not they 
applied for a Royal Charter?” If was always met with the , 
answer that it was too expensive, or that if it were got their 
a ds would be tied for ever. The Association was hardly out 

its swaddling clothes, and was quite capable of going on 
amie as at present for a few years until a reserve fund had 
an formed. The Report of the Finance Committee showed 

= the expenses last year had increased from 42,300 to £2,8c0, 
and that was not good finance. If the Association went into a 
bo a pg scheme of procuring a Royal Charter, what 
‘the cost be? One member had said it would cost them 


43,000, and he maintained the Association was not in a posi-: 
tion to stand that. 
Dr. O’SuLtivan (Chelsea Division) said that he had also 
regarded this as a bolt from the blue. He had made inquiries 
as to this matter, and thought the attention of the Repre-: 
sentatives should be very seriously directed to the expenditure 
of the Association. The sum Mr. Hempson had spoken of: 
was a comparatively small one—not much more than £100.- 
Upon that supposition he was very much attracted by the 
scheme, and also by the prospect of the removal of the dis- 
abilities. He had been very much impressed by Mr. Armit’s 
speech. That gentleman had adduced instances which 
— well make them pause before going into this expen- 
iture. 

Dr. FREER (Bromsgrove and Dudley Divisions) thought the 
arguments against seeking a Royal Charter at the present 
moment were very strong indeed. He could see great expense 
looming in the distance, and was quite in the dark as to why. 
the Association could not go on in its present condition. 

Mr. ANDREW CLARK, in replying upon the discussion, said 
that he did not know where Mr. Armit got his information: 
from, but he was astonished to hear such a sum as £3,000 
mentioned. His information was that the cost of the 
application would probably be about £100, and if the. 
application were refused it would cost nothing except what 
was paid to counsel for drawing up the Memorandum. He 
did not imagine from experience that that would cost more 
than £400r £50. Thereport contained a form of memorandum 
which had been drawn up, and he did not think that an appli- 
cation to the Privy Council would cost more than the 
memorandum of this kind. It was also said on the question 
of cost that every year an alteration would be required, and it 
would be necessary to spend a good deal of money in making: 
these alterations. Now, that was the very thing that woul 
not be required, for, as he understood, all known requirements 
would be inserted and an omnibus clause added in such terms. 
as the following paragraph from the report: 

And by such other lawful means as in the opinion of the Association. 
shall seem best calculated to promote the medical and allied 
sciences, or to maintain the honour and interests of the medica) 
profession. 

By that means the Council thought that the Association would 
be free for all practical purposes from the trammelling restric- 
tions of the High Court in deciding as to what was ultra vires, 

so that as the Association grew it could be extended without. 
additional powers being moved for in the High Court.. 
That, he thought, was a sufficient answer upon that point.. 
The great difficulty was that new matters were constantly 

cropping up. It was suggested that the Association should 

take power to expend money for benevolent purposes, and to. 
promote the candidature of medical men for Parliament. 

‘There was the question of medical defence, which could not. 
be dealt with at present, though he believed the Memoran- 

dum of Association should be altered so as to enable the 
Association to deal with that. On the whole, the 
charter seemed to be the least costly way of proceeding, 

free from the trammelling rule of the High Court. He 

thought the best thing would be to apply for a charter, and 

he — the meeting would take the same view as the 
Council. 

Mr. GrorcEe Jackson (Plymouth Division) asked how, if a 
charter were granted, it would affect the Representative 
Meeting, and whether it would not put a great deal more 
power into the hands of the Council. 

Mr. ANDREW CraRk said it would take no powers away from 
the Representative Meeting ; it would leave it in exactly the 
same position as before. 

Dr. Morton (Walthamstow Division) asked as to the pro- 
cedure which would have to be adopted supposing the applica- 
tion for a Royal Charter were agreed to. Would the matter be 
left in the hands of the Council or in the hands of the Repre- 
sentative Meeting to draft the memorial. He thought it 
would be almost necessary to have a special Representative 
Meeting to consider it. 

The CHAIRMAN said the resolution as it stood would put the 
whole responsibility of the form of the application upon the 
Council, to make the application to the Privy Council, and 
to draft the terms of the charter. : 

Dr. MacponaLp (West Somerset Branch) asked if the 
mover of the amendment had a right toa reply. Under the; 
second alternative suggested by Mr, Armit—the winding up 
of the Association and a new foundation—wouid it be possible 
to get the same liberty of action as under the Royal Charter ? 


The CHAIRMAN said if he understood Mr. Armit correctly as. 


| 
y 
» 
4 2 
ig 
| 


SupeLeMeENT TO THE 
Mepicat JourRNaL 


108 


ANNUAL REPRESENTATIVE MEETING, 


to the result of winding up the Association, the new Associa- 
tion would be under the Court as before. 

Dr. Dovetas (Maidstone and Rochester and Chatham 
Divisions) thought the meeting had not enough information 
to enable it to come to a decision. 

Dr. Cratc said he could give a small amount of information 
as regards the cost of the charter of an institution he was 
connected with—namely, the Royal College of Physicians of 
Ireland. It applied for and obtained a supplemental charter 
en two occasions, and the cost was about 4130. The applica- 
tion for a supplemental charter cost the same as an applica- 
tion for an original charter. The fees would be larger. The 
lawyers’ fees for drawing up the charter for the Royal College 
of Physicians of Ireland were a very small sum, something 
like £25 ; so that the cost of the charter itself was £107, inde- 
pendent of the lawyers’ fees. 

Dr. MacKeita (Southampton, Guernsey and Alderney, and 
3 — Divisions) moved an amendment of which he had-given 
notice. 

The CHAirmaX said it seemed to him that this amendment 
covered the same ground that had already been dealt with hy 
Mr. Armit. 

Dr. Wear (Hexham and Newcastle-upon-Tyne Divisions) 
asked whether, if the resolution were negatived, the whole 
echeme of medical defence, benevolence, and everything else 
would be thrown back for one year. 

The CaarrMAN replied in the affirmative. 

Dr. Cox (Gateshead, Consett, and Chester-le-Street 
Divisions) thought the matter required further investigation. 
He fancied many members did not realize the great difficulty 
the Association was placed in at present through being unable 
to push on its work. He was quite prepared to vote for the 
Royal Charter. [t was years since the resolutions were passed 
at Birmingham for applying to the High Court, 
and the counsel found if they went to the High Court 
it was very doubtful whether they would get the 
powers they wanted. They were, of course, laymen, and 
must be guided by the opinion of the legal profession, 
and in the opinion of counsel the best plan was to apply for a 
charter. Hewas anxious that a matter in which they were so 
much interested should not be delayed longer than was 
necessary, and he suggested to Mr. Armit that a special Com- 
mittee might be appointed to report at the earliest oppor- 
tunity, and, if necessary, that a special Representative Meet- 
ing should be called, because it was apparent that the powers 
they thought they could get by going to the Court were entirely 
beyond their reach. 

Mr. Gitt (Southport Division) said the great question 
seemed to be that of expense, and those in power must be 
limited to a certain amount. 

Dr. Topp (Sunderland Division) congratulated Mr. Armit 
on his able speech. At the same time they must look at the 
matter from a business point of view. The Council had 
considered the matter, and had heard the opinion of 
the Solicitor and of counsel; he would have been glad if 
Mr. Hempson had given a more definite estimate of the cost. 
Many reforms were at a standstill. 

Dr. Caveruiti (North-West Edinburgh Division) thought 
that for a growing and developing Association to fetter itself 
by any charter or other formula would be an error. History 
had proved that in his own country of Scotland, where in 
1843 an ecclesiastical organization was formed with a charter, 
ana the result was to-day that they were deprived of five or 
six millions of money, which had been handed over to a small 
body of people numbering 30,000. 

Dr. H. F. Otpvwam (Lancaster Division) said members 
seemed to forget the reason why this report had come before 
the meeting. Resolutions were passed and instructions given 
to the Council at the last Representative Meeting as to the 
extension ofthe Memorandum. The Council had found that 
it could not be extended so as to do the things which it was 
wished to do. They were told that if they obtained a charter 
they could so frame it that the Association would be able to 
do the things it wanted todo; but unlessa charter was going to 
leave them with a freer hand, he did not see what advantage 
it would be. Having regard tothe Birmingham resolutions, 
he thought the amendment should be in the form that 
the Council should be asked to report to this Representative 
Meeting the lines on which it proposed to ask for a 
Royal Charter, ‘but the Council had laid down the lines of 
a charter which would procure for them the powers they 

‘desired, and the application for the charter would no doubt 
be drawn up on those lines. The bogey of expense had been 
trotted out, he thought to an unnecessary extent, because 


something must be done if th inci of the ina 
were be carried Birmingham 
r. GORDON GULLAN (Liverpool Ce ivisi 

whether the cost of the charter ht 

&too.| The mover of the amendment had gaid that th ied 
to get their charter, Royal 

{AN Said before Mr. Armit repli 

to make one or two observations, became ae 
Committee and as Chairman of the Reprezentative Mec he 
considerable responsibility devolved upon him Whei2es 
primal difficulty was presented in consequence of the cm ~ 
tions of the meeting, and the feeling that the Associati ~ 
— to develop In proportion to the needs of the profession 
and when the Committee took most eminent legal advice and 
found that, no matter what the Council wished to do, it Pe 
not do it under the present Memorandum and Articl 7 
Association, it was quite obvious that alte medi 


tnative cou 

must be considered. Then the charte len 

raised. That, as the Chairman of Coma — oan 


was no new question. It was raised a i 
Reconstitution Committee. It was gives 
Mr. Upton, the then Solicitor to the Association, told th 
that the difficulties in the way would be insuperable, It mi 
appeared that those difficulties did not exist, go that 
when it became a question of the Association developing ag 
the Representative Meeting wished, he had himself pergon- 
ally no hesitation in voting, from a constitutional point of 
view, fora charter. All the questions of limitation, expe 
and so on were gone into most thoroughly. If the question 
were referred back to the Divisions they could be put cate. 
gorically in order. There remained yet another constitutional 
point which he thought had not received due consideration 
He had heard expressions which seemed to imply that 
the whole constitution was being put into the melting. 
pot again. It was nothing of the kind. It was simply 
a matter of the legal wording to adapt their present con- 
stitution to the general terms of a charter. It was 
solely a question for the meeting to determine whether. 
it would go on with the development of the Association, or 
whether it would put it aside for a year, quite fairly, on the. 
understanding that it had not sufficient information before it, 
If it were decided to do that, then, in a year’s time the details 
which were really before the meeting, but which, perhaps, 
were not sufficiently set forth, would have been discussed, or, 
as Dr. Cox suggested, aspecial Representative Meeting could 
be held. All those courses could be taken, but on going toa 
vote on Mr. Armit’samendment it must be taken with full 
knowledge that it involved the postponement of the work of 
the Association. The Chairman of Council wished him tosay 
that the estimates of cost of obtaining acharter were founded 
o:: the assumption that there would be no opposition. It was 
very difficult to see how anybody could oppose their Associa- 
tion in its wishes to extend its usefulness to the profession. 

Dr. Percy Ross (Stratford Division) asked, on a point of 
order, whether there was any right of reply toan amendment, 
He ov that Mr. Armit’s proposition was an amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN said that undoubtedly there was a right of 
reply; it was the practice in the General Medical Council, 
and he thought it was a very fair one. f : 

Mr. Armit (Hampstead Division), in replying on the dis- 
cussion, said he wished to point out that the information 
which he had about charters had been obtained from the 
officers of societies having charters, and he could only say 
that he accepted their words for the information. The 
Secretary of the Institute of Chemistry told him that their 
charter was not opposed, but that it cost about £600, With 
regard to the Royal British Nurses’ Association, the charter 
was opposed, and cost £2000, but the opposition was not 
very great. Another charter had been applied for for a 
society whose name he could not divulge, which was op 
by three societies, and the charter had not been obtained. The 
by-laws that he mentioned they would have to ray for yearly. 
After all that was their work there, and they came there yearly 
to make by-laws. They had to consider their position afresh, 
They could not go on this year the same as last year and ten 
years ago. That would not do, because they were increasing 
yearly, and he maintained that they should include prac- 
tically the whole of the profession. He did not believe they 
would get the charter for which they were applying. He = 
certain they would not get a charter unopposed. 1 they 
anything like opposition—and he thought they might look to 
the medical defence societies as being the first ones to ye 
a charter, and probably many othere—if they were going to 


sions) 
Dr. M 
bers vot 
The C: 
Ayes, 87 
voting W 
Mr. H 
said the 
them be 
that valt 
come fro 
The C 
repeated 
could wi 
entative 
he 


Jou! 
the Ro 
ee 
fico 
mental 
sider tk 
The ( 
Council 
aret 
the orig 
Bale 
mi 
te 
matter 1 
card. 
mp 
More | 
places 
card 
: by-lawe, 
announc 
moved b 
Dr. Oc 
moved : 
public 
combi 
This 
| 


Bil 


anal 5 Fo! 


Jour 29, 1905] 


ANNUAL REPRESENTATIVE MEETING. 


— 


opposed, it was not going to cost less than 
pave the ‘Association's charter. The one he 
be for example—namely, that which cost £1,000o—was 
bad bigger thing, and he said they were 
8 ay very much more in the way of legal fees, and 
going ould say that £3,000 was not over-stating it. 
be sho ag one important point which was suggested that 
there covered the cost of a supplemental charter, but that 
= so. Supplemental charters, indeed, rarely ran to more 
unless they were opposed, whereas an original 
~ he could show in one case cost £600; so that a supple- 
tal charter cost less than an original charter. On those 
rounds he strongly advised the meeting to thoroughly con- 
Tr. 
- ean said that the amendment was that in the 
i i. of that meeting it was not certain that an advantage 
Paid be gained by the acquisition of a Royal Charter, and 
t the subject was therefore referred back to the Central 
te cil and to the Divisions for further consideration; that 
recommendation to further legal advice be taken on the 


waht amendment being put to the vote, the CHAIRMAN 
ared it lost, the numbers being 61 and 49. 
The meeting then adjourned for an hour and a half for 


dinner. 
Representatives reassembling, 

said that, the amendment having been lost, 
the original resolution was now before the meeting. Before 
he put it to the meeting as a substantive resolution, he should 

that he had received notice of a rider, which he thought 
= a perfectly competent rider, proposed by Mr. H. A. 
Ballance : 
“that the Central Council be instructed to submit a draft of the ap- 


. plication for a Royat Charter to the Divisions as soon as possible, 
‘ with an estimate of the probable cost and an explanatory 


memorandum. 
the original resolution being put, ; 
(Salford Division) said that, as the 
matter was 80 important, he should like toclaim a vote by 


roposal was seconded by Mr. Armir, 
dg than the requisite twenty Representatives rose in their 
places to support the claim toa vote by card, and a vote by 
card was accordingly granted. 

Tn answer to a question by a RePRESENTATIVE, ; 

The CHAIRMAN Said that there was no provision for scruti- 
neers under the Standing Orders, or in the Articles, or in the 
by-laws, and having seen so much loss of interest and time 
through the appointment of scrutineers, as the present vote 
wag an official vote, and it was purely a question of checking 
the return, he should not ask the meeting to appoint 
acrutineers. 

A vote by card was then taken. The result of it was 
announced subsequently as follows: Ayes, 9,453; Noes, 2,526. 
The meeting was therefore ina position to discuss the rider 
moved by Mr. H. A. Ballance. 

Dr. Cox (Gateshead, Consett, and Chester-le-Street Divi- 
sions) seconded. 

Dr. Morton (Walthamstow Division) asked for the num- 
bers voting by constituencies. 

The CHatRMAN said the number of the constituencies was: 
Ayes, 87; Noes, 25; 80 that the total number of constituencies 
voting was 112. 

Mr. H, A. Batuance (Norwich and West Norfolk Divisions) 
said the Divisions would like to have the draft charter before 
them before application was made. It was quite possible 
that valuable suggestions and additions to the drafting might 
come from various parts of the country. 

The CuairMAN, in putting the resolution to the meeting, 
repeated that if it were the strong feeling of any Division it 
could with two more make a requisition for a special Repre- 
aentative meeting to be held to consider the drait charter. 

The resolution was carried nem. con. 


Contract Practice Disputss. 


on behalf of the Gloucestershire Branch, 
ved : 


That it is desirable, in the interests of the medical profession 
generally, that in any locality in which an attempt is made by any 
public or organized body to treat their medical officers or employés 
with injustice, the local members of the profession should loyally 
combine to support their menaced brethren. 


This was adopted unanimously, 


OF THE COMMITTEE. 
The CHAIRMAN Called on Dr. Buist to move the reception 
of the annual and the supplementary report of the Medico- 
Political Committee. 
On the motion of Dr. Butst the reports were received. 


ConTRACT PRACTICE. 

The CaatrMAN said that he would ask Dr. Buist to take the 
reports paragraph by paragraph, The first paragraph dealt 
with contract practice. 

Dr. Buist said that during the year the Committee had had 
to deal with questions of extreme importance, involving the 
whole relation of the profession to the public. The history 
was regarded in detail in the reports. He thought that, as 
Chairman of the Committee, he could hardly let the matter 
pass without repeating the congratulations which they, as 
members of the Committee, felt called upon to express to 
the Medical Secretary for the success of his negotiations 
in these matters of detail. The committee work of the Asso- 
ciation had been extremely heavy during the past year, but if 
they had had no other result than the issue of the negotia- 
tions in the Ebbw Vale matter and the ee Norton 
Medical Officership of Health, the work would have been 
well repaid. But when the Committee was able to present 
the meeting with the result of the inquiry into the actual con- 
ditions of contract practice, he formally moved the approval 
th conclusions and of the recommendations of the Com- 
mittee. 

The CaArrRMAN said that the issue was very simple. Dr. 
Buist was asking the meeting to vote seriatim upon the 
recommendations. The first was: 

That the conditions on which medical practitioners of any district 
undertake contract practice should be prescribed by arrangement 
among themselves. 

Dr. Cox (Gateshead, Consett, and Chester-le-Street 
Divisions) said that he wished to move that the whole of the 
recommendations should be sent to the Divisions. His 
Division had, of course, had no opportunity of seeing the 
reports until published on the previous Saturday in the 
JouRNAL. It would be absurd to pretend to consider the 
report, containing as it did the conclusions of a Committee 
which had been considering the matter for over two years. 
As the mover of the resolution which initiated the inquiry, 
he begged to move that the report on contract practice and 
everything which appertained to it, which would really mean 
the three items together, be referred to the Divisions for 
their consideration. 

Dr. Wo.tstgNHOLME (Salford Division) asked what was 
meant by the term, “contract practice.” If the term was 
taken in its broadest sense, the report was an invitation to 
the profession to establish provident dispensaries or public 
medical services all over the country. He was quite certain 
that those who had sent him to the meeting never intended 
him to vote for that. 

A REPRESENTATIVE supported the proposal to refer the 
matter to the Divisions. it was of great importance that the 
opinions of the Divisions should be obtained. 

Mr. Housman (Stockport, Macclesfield and East Cheshire 
Divisions) supported the proposal of Dr. Cox. He represented 

a Division which had had a very great deal todo with contract 
work, and they had fought a great battle. and he believed toa 
large extent they had won the day. His Division was strongly 
of opinion that it was possible to do without any form of so- 
called contract work, and that the aim of the medical profes- 
sion should be to substitute some form of insurance. 

Mr. C. R. Straton (Salisbury Division) asked whether, if 
the resolution was carried, that would mean that the whole 
question of the system of contract work was to be left over for 
another year. The subject was so important that he would 
urge that if it were shelved for the present, a special Repre- 
sentative Meeting should be summoned, so that the whole 
— should be in form for the next Representative Meet- 
ng. 

‘The CuarrMAN pointed out that it only required a requisi- 
pe a three Divisions to enable a special meeting to be 
called, 

Dr. Morton (Walthamstow Division) thought the Repre- 
sentatives had pretty well made up their minds as to which 
way, they should vote on the question of contract practice. 
There was_ nothing to be gained by delaying the matter 
further. He was prepared to move a resolution on general 
principles with a view to getting an understanding of the 
views of the Representative Meeting. They already knew 


what the Divisions considéred was right, and they only 
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wanted the opinion of the Representative Meeting on the 
question of principle. 

Dr. S. A. Git (Southport Division) said he had certain 
specific instructions from his Division, and he thought it 
would b2 a pity to refer the question. 

Dr. Goss (Isle of Thanet, Faversham and Canterbury 
Divisions) said he thought most of the points had been 
decided by the Divisions, which were rather sick of the 
question. Contract practice varied in the form in which it 
pressed upon the profession in each part of the country. 

The CHarrMAN said the principal points in the report had 
been before the Divisions in the shape of the interim report 
which was brought up at the meeting at Oxford, but still the 
full details had not been before the Divisions. He under- 
stood Dr. Cox’s point to be that, although the Divisions had 
decided in favour of the general principles as set out in 
the interim report of the Medico-Political Committee issued 
fifteen months ago, they had not had before them -the full 
details of the present report. 

Dr. MacponaLp (West Somerset Branch), as one who had 
had much to do with this report, did not think it was possible 
for any member of the Representative Meeting who had not 
been at work upon the report to have digested it. As the 
question was so important, he thought it necessary to support 
Dr. Cox in his proposition that it should be referred to the 
Divisions on the strength of the detailed evidence which had 
been got together as to contract practice throughout the 
countrv. 

Dr. Larkine (Ashford, Dover, and Folkestone Divisions) 
said that during the last four or five years contract practice 
had been investigated in East Kent. The result had been 
communicated to the Medico-Political Committee, and it was 
gratifying to see how very largely it had adopted their views. 

n Fast Kent the profession had had time to make up its 
mind. But he would like to hear the opinion of some of his 
colleagues before going back to his Division. Although he 
sympathized to some extent with Dr. Cox, he thought the 
meeting ought to devote the remainder of the evening to the 
discussion of these recommendations and to forming some 
general ideas before referring the matter back to the 
Divisions. 

Dr. E. O. Paice (North Carnarvon and Anglesea Division) 
said it was not merely a question of the readiness of the 
Representatives to vote, but of the readiness of the Divisions 
to act on the votes and the resolutions of the Meeting when 
they were passed. That appeared to him to be the strongest 
reason for referring the matter to the Divisions. The 
Divisions ought thoroughly to digest the Report, and make 
up their minds so that each Representative might feel that 
the whole of his Division were at his back, and ready to carry 
- won reasonable resolution passed by the Representative 

eeting. 

Dr. R. E. HowEtt (Cleveland Division) supported the views 
of Dr. Larking. The Divisions would want to know what had 
been done with regard to contract work. He supported 
Dr. Cox's resolution, but it would be a pity to postpone the 
matter fora whole year. They were constantly being asked 
what the Association was doing for the general practitioner, 
and they could only reply that these things were being 
considered, without being able to say anything definite. 

Dr. Latimer (Swansea Division) agreed as to the impor- 
tance of the subject, and would like his Division to have a 
thorough opportunity of expressing its opinion. He found 
that unless there was a very special whip issued men did not 
turn out in sufficient numbers to thoroughly debate these 
subjects. He would move as a rider to the resolution: 

That it be an instruction that the Medical Secretary be empowered to 
visit the Branches of the British Medical Association to expound 
the points of contract medical practice. 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the machinery for doing 
this had already been provided at a previous meeting of 
the Representatives, and the Chairman of the Medico- 
Political Committee had instructions to send the Medical 
Secretary when his services were applied for. 

Dr. F. E. Danret (Furness and Kendal Division) said his 
Division had carefully dealt with the matter, and had come to 
the conclusion that the time was not ripe in that district. As 
a matter of fact, they had not remained inactive; they had 
drawn up an agreement, signed by all the men in the district, 
dealing with the matter of contract practice. So far they were 
satisfied, but they did not think time would be wasted if the 
matter had another year’s consideration. 

Dr. J. Munro Morr (as Representative of the Northern Coun- 
ties of Scotland) said the question had there been settled some 


years ago. A meeting of all the i 
Scotland discussed many of ne sae in the North of 
contract practice. He could Say, speaking ose With 
whole of Scotland, that contract practice beat bly for the 
satisfactorily. In the North of Scotland tiled 
Inverness District—resolutions very like the reainly 

tions of the Committee had been adopted. He the a 

for all the Branches to do the same thing now as it Wag 
had been before them for some years, and he g he matter 
resolution moved by the Chairman of the Commit the 

Dr. H. C. Taytor Youne (Sydney and New Seok 
Division) thought the recommendations should be th Wales 


discussed. The Representatives, af Oroughly 
various ideas which would be 
cussion, would be able to go back to their Diviai & dis. 
much better and stronger position than they were ven the 
came to the meeting. The young colony of New ae 
Wales could, he thought, teach some lesgons, In § 
there were North, South, East, and West Distric a 
the profession had recognized that persons liyirg 


the northern part had longer distances to ei 
in the central part. Members practising Ae, ‘mn 
had settled that matter to their own satisfaction an 
sincerely hoped an opportunity would be given b - 
Chairman of the meeting to bring forward their opinions ’ 
The CHAIRMAN said that they were ina position to vote ; 
the question whether the report should be referred to the 
Divisions. Dr. Morton’s resolution, as amended by hi 
permission, stood as follows: his 
That on the subject of contract practice th sociation 
shall be to improve the state of 
of wage and class limits, adequate remuneration of medical offieas 
and their representation on the governing bodies, the pr 
medical attendants by the beneficiaries, and ultimately the introdue 
tion of a system of payment for work actually done. 


He would put that to the meeting as a substantiv 

after Dr. Cox’s motion had been voted upon, 
the vote upon it, however, he would ask Dr. Cox if ne ig 
anything further to say in reply. 

Dr. Cox(Gateshead, Consett, and Chester-le-Street Divisions), 
replying, said that in the North of itngland they had made 
good fight. They were organized on that question before ever 
the Association had taken the matter up, so that they could 
not be accused of wishing to postpone the matter because 
they were not interested in it. The Association had beep 
acting ina haphazard way, and they wanted to get the Associ- 
ation to work as a whole. The Divisions had not had the 
evidence before them. He thought a clear case had been 
made out for referring the recommendations to the Divisions, 

In reply to Dr. WALTER SmitH (St. Pancras Division) the 
CHAIRMAN said he did not think it was necessary to vote by 
ecard. He thought the feeling of the meeting was in favourol 
voting. ‘twas a proposal to refer the matter back io the 
Divisions, and this was merely a matter of procedure, 

The CHAIRMAN declared the amendment carried by 57 tos. 

The CHAIRMAN then invited discussion on Dr. Morton's 
resolution, which had been seconded by Dr. Allan (Leeds 
Division). 

Dr. Morton (Walthamstow Division) thought there was 
nothing fresh in the report except the details and the amount 
and conditions of work; the matter of principle remained 
the same. He thought the best thing would be to give his 
own experience in a London suburb which thirty or forty 
years ago was a country village. It had changed into a work 
men’s residential neighbourhood. The practice consisted tos 
large extent of attending workmen and their families. A 
great many of the workmen were in clubs, which they were 
justified in joining, because a man in receipt of 203, or 308 
a week could not afford to pay very much for doctors’ fees 
He and his partners regularly attended their families, who 
paid the ordinary half-crown fee. Gradually the place 
increased, and more practitioners came—sixpenny men, % 
they were called. The result was that the attendance on the 
families stopped altogether. The remedy, according t 
the report, was to start what was called a public 
medical service, which was practically a Friendly 
Society, the only difference being that it was cond 
and governed by medical men. There was already some 
experience of public medical services ; such @ service 
existed for some years at Norwich, but notwithstanding thst 
Friendly Clubs were flourishing. If public medical aoa 
were started, what would be the result to the profession! ; 
would not stop Friendly Societies and Slate Clubs, and | 
would make an additional number of workmen into penny 
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membets. That would be th 
Friendly Societies, which, according, they comid | they weak 
the otha of things, Was absolutely impossib! e present con- | or other disaster ould against death, sickness, fi 
titled Mr, GARSTANG (Altrincham Divisi benefit they may « adjusting their premium » Are, 
the the matter was a diffi- | sesinst a man who desires to insure 
i py a large majorit but t n. would | Such apremium. For doub ,” charged at 28. 6d. each, pa: a 
it Wag beadopted There + wo or three men mi 58. attendan le that premium h » Pays such and 
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latter stand n medical men who w charged is a matter f o man. The amount of 
d not members 0 ssociation at all. If the resoluti | or the settlement of the insurin of the premium 
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nd he contract practice disputes with to Association, but all the be limited to the 
sane men i i e ot 
meeting, 80 that he feared that they of the practice. The ad been raised in favour 
year. be put off the gist of the to have lost to 
Jerse thet Guernsey and Alderne ment for = ultimately the introduction 
of ad j Medical carried out. y was a very good one, ut 
Provident Association in sym- was put to the meetin 
tation the wht they demanded 131. a said that he had had 
outsiders were clubs demanded that sum. Fo | jution as moved by Dr. hands 
. profession in South ced, and were still there, but if our | Meeting w. statement of opinion by th Se 
ions), tained in the report, the suggestion been order, but as the 
to-day. A mistake would ask Dr. as this was a detail, he 
@ ever ackling all the clubs in the district en made in | Withdraw it. consider whether he could 
acatise , ad had to keep on the child y Societies | That, in th 
ene 2g, per annum. xo meen ildren at the sum of ’ e opinion of this Repre 
aid: “You surely charged 4s, per annum be restricted to the contract practice 
the charge 48. per annum while to criticize us when we te WoOLSTENHOLME (Salford Divisi 
core, the answer was: “ We as.” Of of the discussron had thought that the 
et, and where that waa the ate the person who would 
’ ers—had b My ellows, for the small o would 
oud in they wouldnt had been put to one Society | hati should go forth an the the ees 
afraid of throwing open ait the ot gotany. They must mothe | wceting for the me i the opinion of the Re eeiatntine 
to en done in Southampt edical men. If nuch struck with the ons. He had beer 
Leeds Be nec mpton | ]i what he though riend of his 
saw no reason why the recommendati poss There were 
The CHAIRMAN said that i idered | seconded the ast Norfolk and North Suff ivisi 
| tered to the Divisions, and the meeting was now nina to bave'a siroig expression of helpfal to ihe Divi- 
+ forty De r. Morton’s resolution. meeting was now ented the very strong feeli opinion. The motion 
_'s Se eention] ettend es were to be allowed to ch taking women and chi strong expression of opini ren. 
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) a wage limit most i iverpool Central Divisi be wanting in h: TON (Salisbury Division) sai 
| tinh other day that in his cab, there thought | ofthat kind.” Anybody in practice and listened to remarks 
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upon his own services. They tried to impress upon the 
younger men that they were not to expect the same fees as 
those who had been longer in practice. He thought 
he was right in saying that the doctors, especi- 
ally in Sydney, had knocked the contract practice on 
the head by starting an organization managed by medical 
men; a medical man was the honorary stecretary. They 
had a paid man who, he wished to insist, was not a paid 
canvasser. If a man wanted to join a lodge the claims 
of this organization were put before him. The result was 
that men left the Friendly Societies to join the lodge. 
The medical men had gone even further. Those of them 
who were, perhaps, in a different position and doing consult- 
ing work met the general practitioners half-way, and saw 
members of this organization for half-fees. The numbers were 
going up by leaps and bounds. It started in the City of 
Sydney and it had extended to the suburbs, and if they read 
the reports from time to time in the JourNaL 
he thought they would find that the Association 
was able to prevent any new lodges forming. It had 
stopped several already. Politics. he regretted to say, had 
taken hold of this question in Australia under the name of 
the Australian Natives’ Association. Unfortunately for their 
Victorian brethren. who were attacked first, they did not 
quite see the drift of the matter, and the result was 
that the Australian Natives’ Association bore hardly on 
every medical man who practised in Victoria, An attempt 
had been made to extend the organization to New South 
Wales, but the medical men there decided that they had 
quite enough Friendly Societies, and there was no need 
to form any more ; and that ifthe ‘‘ Australian Natives,” as they 
called themselve#, wished to join a Friendly Society there 
were quite enough in existence, and if they did not wish to 
join them they could become members of the Association 
supported by medical men. ‘ This might be called boycotting ; 
it was a business matter. 

Dr. McManus (Wandsworth Division), speaking asa medical 
man connected with one of the largest provident dispensaries 
in the kingdom, said that almost every suggestion that he 
had heard was being carried out by it. He was alluding now 
to a provident dispensary which had 23,000 members. They 
had a very strict wage limit—3o0s. a week. 

The CsAtrRMAN said they must adhere closely to the terms 
of the resolution. They were not discussing the general 
guestion ; Dr. Wolstenholme’s resolution only applied to the 
individuals to be admitted as beneficiaries; he wished them 
to be restricted to adult males. 

Dr. McManus (Wandsworth Division) said that in the dis- 
pensary with which he was connected women and children 
were admitted at the same rate as others. It was found 
to work remarkably well. All the medical men of the 
district were ex-officio members of the Committee. A 
medical man could refuse to attend any patient, and 
the other regulations were cairied out very strictly. As 
far as women and children were concerned, though they 
did yield a profit, as practical business men they must take 
cognizance of the fact that if they did not attend to the 
women and children they were not likely to get the men. 
They did, of course, make a little out of the vaccination 
and midwifery fees. He once took over a club formed 

ntirely of women, and numbering thirteen. They had 45 
worth of medicine in the first three months for a payment of 
138., and it became a serious question with him how he was 
to break up that club. He was not at liberty to tell them 
how he did do so, but he did. 

The CuatrMAN then put the resolution, which was lost. 

The CHarrmaNn said he had received another resolution, 
which was non-contentious. It was proposed by Dr. HowELL 
(Cleveland Division) and seconded by Dr. Cox (Gateshead, 
Consett, and Chester-le-Street Divisions) as an instruction to 
the Divisions: 

That each Division be recommended to hold a meeting at an early 
date to consider the report of the Medico-Political Committee on 
Contract Practice, and that provision should be made that each of 
the recommendations of the Committee be discussed separately, and 
the opinions thereupon reported to the Medical Secretary. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


ReEpoRTS OF PrRovIDEST DIsPpENSARIES AND POBLIC 
Mupican SERVICES. 

Dr. Buist, Chairman of the Medico-Political Committee, 
said that the way in which the meeting had dealt with the 
report on contract practice indicated that that on provident 
dispensaries must be sent to the Divisions, but he would ask 
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the meeting to do what he thought it mi 
reepect of the other report—express 
The Hospitals Committee was working for 


improvement in the conditionof the provident di and 
means of solving in many towns th i a ag 
tals by out-patients. the Coun cation of abuse of hospi. 


the report on provident dispensaries. He would merle 


The resolution was agreed to, as wa 
with regard to the Public Medica Services resolatng 
r. MacKgiTu (Southampton, G 
Jersey Divisions) moved : merneey and Alderney, aaj 
That it be an instruction to the Council 
sent to all outside medical men 
—if that could be done. lf the outside medi 
to be invited to the meetings of the Division's pe 
they have reports, so that they 
now the grounds upon which acti 
taken.” p ction was proposed to be 
r. Low (Dandee Division) said it would i 
matter for the Branch Secretaries to onl an to = 
quarters for copies of the reports and send them to ry 
with the the meetings, 
e CHAIRMAN sai at would involve repri 
report. Printing the whol 
Mr. Warp Cousins (Portsmouth Division) asked if, at least, 
the recommendations could not be distributed if the Whole 
report were too bulky and expensive to be distributed, 
Dr. MacKgira (Southampton, Guernsey and Alderney, ang 
Jersey Divisions) said he was willing to accept the suggestion 
as to the recommendations if the Council considered the ¢x. 
pense too great. 
The CaatrMaNn said the expense would be about £400, 
Dr. Morton (Walthamstow Division) asked if the genera 
resolution which had been passed would also be forwarded to 
these gentlemen. 
The CHAIRMAN answered affirmatively. 
The CHarIRMAN nut the amended resolution, as follows: 
That it be an instruction to the Council that a copy of the recon. 
mendations of the Medico-Political Committee and resolutions oj 
the Association on contract practice be sent to all members of the 


to have copies of the reporty 


prefession. 
and on a vote declared it carried. 


CoNsULTATION BETWEEN WITNESSES, 

Dr. Buist broughtup the report on the desirability of con 
sultation between medical witnesses in legal cases likely tobe 
brought before the courts, and moved that the Representative 
Meeting approve the principle of consultation of medial 
witnesses. 

Dr. Topp (Sunderland Division) said that in his Divisio 
there were three medical men who were not recognized, and 
he — great difficulty would arise if the resolution were 

assed. 
‘ A RepaksENTATIVE said a difficulty might arise if a membe 
of the Association were asked to examine a patient under the 
care of a medical man not recognized, but he did not see how 
they could refuse tomeethim. | 

Mr. Srraton (Salisbury Division) did not imagine “by 
consultation” was used in the sense that any objection woull 
apply to such a case. There was no consultation with regan 
to prognosis or with regard to diagnosis. He thought lawyen 
would strongly object to medical men on their side — 
conference with regard to prognosis or diagnosis with 
medical men on the other side. ibe. 

Dr. GorDoN GuLLAN (Liverpool Central Division) protested 
strongly against the motion being carried. He thought 
barristers and lawyers would object very strongly if medial 
witnesses were expected to consult with the medical witnesses 
on the other side. 

Dr. Mitcaexi (Belfast Division) supported the suggestion 
of a conference in the presence of medical men on the other 
side. His Division objected to the word “consultation 
being used. The position, he took it, was that it > 
very undesirable for two members of their proj 
sion to swear absolutely opposite things in. the wi 
box and so bring the profession into ridicule. Bs 

legal case the consultation was desirable, not in| 
interest of the patient, but in the interest of the profession. 
The desire of their profession was that they as gentleme 
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es a into the witness-box and swear diametrically 
show te things, and leave themselves open to remarks from 
el. 
the judge ee eas under discussion at 10 p.m., when the 
ting, in accordance with Standing Orders, was adjourned 


gatil the next day. 


ApsJOURNED REPRESENTATIVE MEETING, JULY 25TH. 
Tas minutes of the proceedings of the previous day, having 
peen slightly amended, were signed as correct. 


ConsULTATION OF MEDICAL 
iscussion of this matter was resumed. 

said he could not allow the general question 

be discussed, as it was a matter which had already been to 
the Divisions and the Divisions had pronounced upon it. He 
would suggest to the meeting that the wording could not be 
improved upon. The wording should be as wide as possible, 
we the word “consultation” embraced the various points 
that had been raised. Unless any member had any other 

ints to bring forward he would put the resolution. 
McManus (Wandsworth Division) observed that these 
cases were generally taken up by a speculative solicitor. 

The CHAIRMAN said that that was a matter which had 
reference to the general principle. : 

The meeting then passed the following resolution : 


That the principle of the consultation of medical witnesses be 
approved. 

_ Mr, Percy Ross (Stratford Division) moved the following 
resolution : 

That in the opinion of this mseting, in the consultation of medical 
wituesses the fee of the patient for medical attendance at the con- 
sultation, one guinea, should be paid at the time by the party 
asking for the examination or consultation. 


His object in bringing it forward was to get an authoritative 
decision from the meeting. It wasa point that sometimes 
created a certain amount of friction. If employers ur an in- 
surance company wished for the examination of a claimant, 
and the claimant, or the medical attendant of the claimant, 
suggested that he should be present at the time, then came 
the question of paying the medical attendant for the time that 
had been taken up. As Dr. McManus had said, many of these 
cases were in the hands of speculative solicitors, and the 
claimants were people without substance. The fee of one 

inea was payable by the claimant himself, but, as they all 

ew, the medical attendant had very frequently to go with- 
out it. He was not going into the rights and wrongs of 
whether the medical attendant was entitled to a fee, but it 
seemed to him thatif the insurance company or the employers 
wished an examination, and compelled the attendance of the 
medical attendant of the claimant, there should be a distinct 
understanding as to the payment of the fee. 

The CuarnMan pointed out that two distinct questions were 
involved in the resolution, one being the question about the 
= the fee was to be paid, and the second the amount of the 
ee. 

Dr.Gorpon GuLLan (Liverpool Central Division) pointed 

out that in many consultations a specialist would require a 

fee of more than one guinea, and therefore he hoped that the 

mover of the resolution would leave the question of the 

oa of the fee open. He would suggest not less than one 

(Stratford Division) accepted the 

Dr, WoLsTENHOLME (Salford Division) asked the meaning of 
the resolution. Did it mean that if a third party wanted a 
consultation he must not only pay the employer’s doctor’s fee 
but also pay the patient’s doctor. If that were so he thought it 
utterly absurd. If a party paid one doctor he surely should 
not be compelled to pay the other one also. 

The CHaiRnMaN, in putting the resolution, observed that this 
Was purely a question of opinion which the meeting was quite 
competent to express, although it was, of course, in no way 
binding on the persons involved. 

The resolution was carried. 


ReORGANIZATION oF Local GOVERNMENT Boarp. 
, t. Burst said that the Commitiee did not suggest any 
urther action than that the Divisions should bear the 


Fg in mind when interviewing party members or candi- 


Leaat Position or MepicaL MEN IN RESPECT OF 
INFORMATION SUPPLIED TO CORONERS. | 
This report, Dr. Burst pointed out, was a statement of 
— facts for the information of the Representative 
eeting. 


REPRESENTATION OF THE PROFESSION IN PARLIAMENT. 
Dr. Buist called attention to the recommendations of the 
Council as to improving the Parliamentary representation of 
the projession. He moved recommendations 1 and 2, which 
were carried as follows: 


x. That members whose candidature for Parliament is supported by 
the profession should recognize responsibility to some organized 
body representative of the profession. 

2. That the organized body should be the British Medical Association. 

He then moved the next resolution, as follows: 

3. That the British Medical Association should select two gentlemen, 
one on each side of politics, and arrange as to their becoming candi- 
dates at the next general election. 


Dr. OxpHam (Lancaster Division) said the suggestion 
embodied in the recommendation was that they should select 
two gentlemen of each side of politics at the next general 
election, and later recommendations went on to point out 
how the Association should support them financially. The 
Committee, in drawing up these recommendations, seemed 
to have considered that there were only two sides 
of politics. He thought most probably that in the 
next Parliament there would be a third party which 
would have a dominating infiuence on the policy of the 
other two parties; if they selected a candidate from either 
the Liberal or the Conservative side of the House they should 
also select a supporter of Mr. J. Redmond. They would gain 
nothing by having members of Parliament pledged to support 
the Association unless they could get the support of the 
House of Commons generally. He had therefore placed in 
the hands of the Chairman a resolution hy which he thought 
his object might be accomplished. Briefly, his proposal was 
that they should approach cvery member and every candidate 
at the next general election, and bring before them pro- 
minently and make them realize that there was such a body 
as the British Medical Aszociation. He thought that in most 
cases where failure came about in Parliamentary measures it 
was through ignorance Few electors thoroughly understood 
the question. If the British Medical Association made the 
House of Commons understand what it wanted, they would 
no doubt get the desired reforms. 

Dr. W. L. Murr (Glasgow, Eastern Division), in supporting 
the last speaker, said he was keenly political, but he thought 
they should not support either one or other political party, 
but give their support to any political candidate for Parlia- 
mentary honours who would undertake to do any reasonable 
thing they put before him. He instanced what had been 
done by the Scottish Poor-Law Medical Officers’ Association 
in a by-election in the north of Scotland, where a member of 
Parliament changed his politics. He was a very efficient 
member so far as bringing their views before Parliament was 
concerned, and their body did not want to interfere with 
politics. They circularized every medical practitioner in the 
constituency, calling attention to the fact that the member 
seeking their support at the by-election had been most kindly 
disposed to them in Parliament; and that as it would make 
no difference on what side of politics he was, they advised 
every member of the profession to vote for that pazticular 
individual and to influence others to do likewise. The result 
was exceedingly satisfactory, the gentleman they supported 
being returned, and he recognized that his election was 
owing to the way in which the medical profession had 
supported him. 

Dr. Browns f£aid that the Winchester Division instructed 
him to oppose, on the ground that they considered the 
British Medical Association should have clean hands with 
regard to politics, and that they thould support no man, no 
matter what his politics were; but that in their individual 
capacity, and as a body, they should bring euch force to bear 
on candidates that they would vote for whatever legislation 
the profession required. 

Dr. Latimer (Swansea Division) thought tke difficulty 
might be got over if they did not attempt to say that the men 
representing them should be on one or other side of the 
House. That there should be a representative or representa- 
tives of their great profession in the House of Commons he 
had no doubt. They had suffered in the te enactments in 
the House being made to their detriment because they had no 
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one with a knowledge’of ‘their work to watch their interests. 
The trend of affairs of late years had been in the direction of 
all bodies being represented in the House of Commons. 
Railwaymen and schoolmasters and every interest was repre- 
sented, except the medical profession. Therefore, when he 
found one of the resolutions of the Association was to send 
one or more of their members to represent them in the House 
of Commons, he realized that at last the profession was 
waking up to its own interests. He hoped their decision 
would be to subsidize a member or members. 

Dr. Cox (Gateshead, Consett, and Chester-le-Street Divisions) 
objected to the importation of the medical profession into 
politics altogether. His Division believed it would be im- 
possible for medical men to forget that they were also citizens, 
and that when it came. to voting they would always vote not as 
medical men but as citizens, and that they would vote as be- 
fore—as Conservatives, Liberals, or Irishmen, or in some other 
eapacity. His Division thought the importation of the 
British Medical Association into politics would be a wrong 
step, but they were quite willing to try to educate members 
of Parliament in every possible way, so that whichever side 
happened to be in, the profession would havea certain amount 
of influence over it. 

Dr. Murr Smita (Hastings and Eastbourne Divisions) in- 
quired whether under the present constitution such a scheme 
could.be undertaken and money could be expended for such a 

urpose. 
° The ‘CHAIRMAN said that in conference with Mr. Fischer 
Williams they understood that they might take action of this 
nature if nobody took public objection to it, but they were 
open, of course, to the risk of someone taking objection in the 
Courts. That applied also to a great many things which they 
were doing at the present time. 

Dr. THompson (Cardiff Division) said that his Division was 
strongly in favour of direct representation in Parliament, but 
at the same time they objected to the representative being 
looked upon asa party man. Their desire would be that the 
representative should act in the interests of the Association 
on all medical matters, but that political questions should be 
matters for his own conscience. His Division did not wish 
the representative to be supposed to belong to any one par- 
ticular party. 

Dr. Dovatas (Maidstone and Rochester and Chatham 
Divisions) asked those who had framed the resolutions to 
show practically how the matter could be proceeded with. 
There were only a very few medical men scattered throughout 
the constituency, except in large towns. Let the Association 
use every endeavour to return medical men to Parliament. 
It was a ‘misfortune of the United Kingdom that it stood 
lowest in the scale of all civilized Parliaments in regard to 
medical representation. Heshould be delighted to see the 
Chairman as the representative of the British Medical Asso- 
ciation. One difficulty was in regard to the expenditure of 
money. 

At this point a motion was made that the question be now 
put, but lost. 


Dr. Watter Smirn (St. Pancras Division) said that the 


question started in a motion which he brought forward, and 
that motion was that the British Medical Association should 
have a member to represent its interests in Parliament. That 
was the motion that was sent up to the Council, and it had 
now been altered into a really political matter, which he 
thought to be a great mistake. There was no reason why 
they, as a body of 20coo members, should not have some 
representative in Parliament. He did not suppose there was 
any other profession with 20,000 members which was not 
represented in some way or another. He thought the Associa- 
tion ought to watch other elections besides the general 
election, and use its influence to get a member returned who 
would promote the interests of the medical profession. 
Captain J. Boora-CiarKkson (Natal Branch) said that his 
Division was thoroughly in favour of returning as many 
gentlemen who were medical men as possible to Parliament. 
This was a serious question. The medical profession always 
went to the wall because it had not a sufficiently strong 
——— representation. Further, if the medical profession 
ad representatives, they, by meeting other members of 
Parliament in the House, would be able to influence those 
members from a medical point of view. The members of the 
profession should remember what President Cleveland said— 
namely, that as they were at the present time they repre- 
’ sented nobody and nothing, and were too little and too power- 
less to have their interests taken intoconsideration. President 


Cleveland strongly recommended that the medical profession |. 


‘Wok, 


all-over the world should as far as possible 
return members of their own profession: help 
would, whether they were Conservatives or Lit ent. Who 
ring other party, still in the main fee] that it was 
eep an eye i 
profession, p ye on the interests of the medical 
r. O’SULLIVAN (Chelsea Division) did ' 
England, in Ireland, or in Scotland there senie be f t in 
constituency so devoted to medical interests that it women 
insist upon having its pound of flesh in Politics ron Pea 
man whom it sent in, All those present were anxi 
have medical representation in Parliament, but it waa to 
business to tind out by argument and by discussion th 
means of that object. He thought that m e 
did not recognize the difficulties which were in the foe 

Dr. WILLIAM JouNson SmytH (Bournemouth Division) 
that under the present scheme of Parliamentary repre 
tion the Association had no means of imposing one ry 
members on any constituency, and therefore the Proposal ite 
absolutely useless. The Prime Minister was about to ome 
late a new scheme of redistribution, and the Association 
that a to the effect that the pi 
ciation thoug at, as an important body, i 

e CHAIRMAN said that was a new point, and 

Dr. Larkine (Ashford, Dover and Folkestone Division; 
said that it did not matter whether the Representatives 
Conservative or Liberal, a Free Fooder or an Irish Member, 99 
long as he was a medical man; he objected to a selection 
from each side of politics. 

Dr. W. E. Tuomas (North Glamorgan and B 
Division) said that as far as the Liberals were concerned he 
believed that there were only about twelve constituencies 
which had not already chosen candidates, so that the 
meeting was wasting time in discussing having a Liberal 
candidate at the next election at all events. 

Dr. H. C. Taytor Younea (New South Wales Branch) said 
that when the last general election was approaching in New 
South Wales the members of the Association called a Council 
meeting and invited to the meeting presidents and office. 
bearers of other societies. They met in conference and dig. 
cussed all medical questions, and distributed the decision 
broadcast throughout the Colony to every medical man, 
whether he was a member of the British Medical Association 
or not, requesting him to attend meetings and heckle candi. 
dates on those questions. That kept them free from party 
politics, but at the same time enabled them to find out which 
of the candidates would be of the most use as representatives 
of medical men. He would like to sound a warning note with 
regard to the payment of members. He sincerely hoped that 
the British Medical Association would fight against that tooth 
and nail. Payment of members would bring Kingland andthe 
British Parliament to the same condition of affairs as obtained 
in Australasia, where they had in Parliament the man who 
failed at everything else and who was looking for a billet. 

Dr. Buist, in reply to Dr. WALTER SMITH, said that it was 
quite true that the St. Pancras Division had suggested that 
there should be a direct representation of the Association, 
but the Representative Meeting had passed that over and in- 
structed the Medico-Political Committee to report on the 
matter of improving the representation of the profession in 
Parliament. The Association had no franchise, and the 
idea was that practically it had no chance whatever of 
getting a franchise. Therefore the question of the 
direct representation of the profession was put aside, 
The first difficulty was with regard to the question of 
poy politics. With all due respect to Dr. Latimer and 

is statement that there were more than two parties in 
politics, there were, for the purposes of the Association, two 
parties only, a Government party and an Opposition party, 
and they could get rid of any question of party polities 
generally, as far as the Association were concerned, by 
one or either side. They had to appear as a profession bape 
a tribunal which was representative of the Britieh neten 
they had to put their case there as well as they could. ; 
machinery suggested was simple. If they wanted to ar 
Conservative candidate to stand, having selected the man hs 
from a medical point of view was able to put the points before 
the public and before Parliament, they would go to the party 


organization and say ‘‘ Here is a suitable man, have his? 


seat for which he can stand?” 
On the motion being put, 
Dr. Larran asked whether it would be possible to, 
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“ante on each side of the House” in the place of ‘‘on each 


side gel stated that Dr. Buist was quite willing to 
vo the suggestion if the meeting would accept it. 
roposal was put to the meeting and negatived. 

0ssE (Isle of Thanet, Faversham and Canterbury 

an) said that it would perhaps meet the sense of the 

ting to delete the words ‘‘ one on each side of politics.” 
The OHAIRMAN said that he could not accept that as an 
dment, as it would entirely destroy the idea of the 


not oaion was then put to the meeting and was declared 
Jost, 51 voting for and 55 against. ; 
CuairMAN said the following rider had been handed to 


Bi by Dr. Hunter, which was really a competent motion by 


itself: 
ive Meeting of the British Medical Association 
of “ine Association with a view to their 
becoming candidates at the next general election. k 
Dr. ToDD (Sunderland Division) seconded the resolution. 

Dr, Rose (Stafford Division) said that the difficulty was not 
90 much to find candidates as to find seats. ; 
The CHAIRMAN said that was not the point. — 

Dr. Dixey (Worcester and Hereford Divisions) asked if it 
was intended by the resolution that members should vote for 
these medical candidates irrespective of whether they were 
Radical or Conservative. 

The CHAIRMAN said he took it it pledged the Association to 


support their candidatures. 
. Hunter (South Shields and Tyneside {Divisions) 
explained that his object in moving the amendment was that 
he thought that amongst their members they could find two 
men suitable to represent the profession in Parliament 
irrespective of politics. They should select their men without 
regard to politics, say by a two-thirds majority of the 
Representative Meeting. They had men amongst them who 
would be welcomed by any party, and they should receive 
financial support if necessary. 
Dr. WoLsTENHOLME (Salford Division) hoped the resolution 
would be negatived, and he had had some experience of 
interviewing candidates. The first question to a candidate 
was “Have you got money ?” and if they had not men of that 
kind they could not pass the local council. He thought the 
Association ought to have influence, but could only obtain it 
through candidates, and not by running one or two of their 


own membes. 
Dr, Larxine (Ashford, Dover, and Folkestone Divisions) 


. asked if it was a fact that there were members present who 


were prospective candidates, and that this motion was put 
forward to get their support. 

The CHAIRMAN said he did not know. 

Dr. Topp (Sunderland Division) said his reason for 
seconding the resolution was that they had awakened to the 
fact that the medical profession had great influence, and 
should be represented in the House of Commons. There 
were men amongst them of sufficient ambition to go into the 
House, and also with sufficient means to support themselves 
independently of the Association. But the medical profes- 
sion had too long obscured itself for the benefit of other 
people. They were awakening to the fact that there were 
many evils and many wrongs which should berighted, and he 
was surprised to hear Dr. Rose say there were no con- 
stituencies to be had. He also had had experience of inter- 
viewing candidates, and he knew of a seat which could be had 
at the present time. (‘‘Name.”) In Sunderland, where they 
had both ‘‘ Free Fooders” and Protectionists, if they could get 
a good candidate they would be prepared to support him. It 
was said that a member must live in his constituency, but 
how many did so ? 

The CHAIRMAN said that members must speak more directly 
to the question. What they wanted to know was, whether it 
was desirable that the Representative Meeting should 
appoint two members of the Association. 

Dr. Topp (Sunderland Division) stated his reason for sup- 
porting the resolution was that they should be able to select 
two members from this great Association, and recommend 
them to be returned to Parliament. So long as they could 
get men returned to Parliament to support primarily medical 
measures, they might have a free hand in any other measures, 
and, if necessary, they could be supported financially. Ina 
great body like this he was sure they could get two such 
men, and if they could get two men to come forward it would 
bea great step in the right direction. 


. Bacigy (Manchester, South Division) said that in place 


of selecting candidates, the better plan would be to use their 
influence with the candidates in each district. 

The CHAIRMAN accordingly put the motion, which was 
negatived. 

The CHAIRMAN said the next motion was one proposed by 
Dr. OLDHAM and seconded by Dr. WotsTENHOLME, as follows : 


That in view of the probably early general election it is desirable that | 
steps be taken for advancing the interests of the medical profession 
and obtaining a proper recognition of the reforms it advocates ; that 
this may be best accomplished by an effort to secure uniformity of 
action on the part of the British Medical Association and to enlist 
sympathy and co-operation of the entire profession, and that for this 
purpose it be an instruction to the Medico-Political Committee— 

(1) To draft a series of questions dealing with matters of special 
interest to the medical profession to be submitted to Parliamentary 
candidates; the matters dealt with to include the Medical Acts 
(Amendment) Bill, the Death Registration Amendment of the 
Coroners Bill, Public Health Bill, and the Revaccination Bill. 

(2) To issue copies of these questions to the Divisions with a request 
that they should submit them to the local candidates, to obtain a 
personal interview with the candidates, and to report immediately 
the result of such interview to the Medico-Political Committee. 

(3) To issue on receipt of these reports a circular toeach registered medi- 
cal practitioner in the United Kingdom setting forth the steps that 
have been taken by the British Medical Association, asking him forhis 
support and influence for the candidate in his Parliamentary 
division whose attitude is most favourable to the reforms 
desired, and giving the reasons why the Association supports his 
candidature. 


Mr. Ross (Stratford Division) pointed out that the resolu 
tion left out the only way in which the British Medical 
Association could help a candidate. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that Dr. Rose should formulate 
any proposition he might have to make as a rider, and if there 
were no direct amendment to the resolution he thought the 
meeting was ready to vote upon it. 

Dr. WEAR (Hexham and Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
moved as an amendment that the whole question be refe 
back to the Committee. 

The CHairMaN said that was not an amendment, but merely 
a negation of the proposition. 

Dr. Oldham’s proposition was then submitted to a vote and 
passed nem. con. 

The CuarrmaN said he had some riders, the first of which 
was proposed by Dr. Rosr: 


That as soon as allowed by our constitution the Association shall 
entertain applications for financial support by any medical prac- 
titioner who is a Parliamentary candidate. 


On Dr. Oldham’s resolution, Mr. Straton proposed and 
Dr. Browne seconded what was distinctly an instruction to 
the Medico-Political Committee: 

That a Subcommittee of the Medico-Political Committee be formed to 
organize and promote medical interests, especially during Parlia- 
gg elections, and to carry out the necessary propaganda at alk 
times. 

The motion was put and carried, 

On the motion of Dr. Doucias (Maidstone and Rochester 
and Chatham Divisions) reform of the Lunacy Law was 
inserted into the list of necessary reforms. 

Dr. A. A. MacKertn (Southampton, Guernsey and Alderney, 
and Jersey Divisions) asked whether the list would limit the 
work of the Medico-Political Committee. 

The CrarrMAN replied in the negative. It was merely an 
expression of opinion on the part of the meeting. 

Dr. Rosk (Stratford Division) said he had read in the 
British MepicaL JOURNAL that an application had been re- 
ceived from a candidate in the Midlands. He did not know 
what reply had been returned, but pecuniary assistance could 
not have been given. That was the reason he proposed to 
insert the words ‘‘ As soon as allowed by our constitution.” 
Of course, if they were not satisfied with a candidate’s 
chances, there was no reason why they should pay. The 
medical profession could not hope to have more than 100 
votes in a constituency, so that the numerical influence was 
small. What they weuld like to see was not so much a 
wealthy or retired practitioner but an able man in general 
practice; and such a man was worthy of financial support. 
The sneer about payment of members would not, he believed, 
affect such a member at all. He did not think such a sneer 
should be made when they themselves were partially paid for 
being there. 

The CuarrMaN said he did not think the expression “ sneer’ 
was quite correct. 


— ULE 29, 1905 
Dr. Rose withdrew that remark if it were out of order. He | weeks ago, and he had been instructed if he 
meant no offence by it. He moved the resolution, as it was a | occurred to oppose the proposition. OPPortanity 


non-committal resolution. 

Mr. WoLsTENHOLME (Salford Division) said he would second 
it if the candidate were a member of the Association. 

The CaArrRMAN inquired whether Dr. Rose would accept the 
amendment and whether the meeting would allow it. 

The meeting signified its assent, and Dr. Ross accepted the 
amendment. 

Dr. Dixey (Worcester and Hereford Divisions) hoped the 
meeting would hesitate before voting for what might become 
in the end payment of members of Parliament. They had 
had a solemn warning from Australia. He had urged that 
they ought to have some representation and some direct influ- 
ence in Parliament; but that was not the way to doit, and 
he should not care to think that his contributions and the 
funds of the Association—which were for the good of the 
medical profession as a profession and from a scientific point 
of view—should be used for party politic purposes. ‘They 
would do more good to the profession by approaching members 
than by voting for this resolution to give financial aid to a 
medical candidate for Parliament. 

Dr. Muir (Glasgow Eastern Division) said the moment one 
eandidate was subsidized a bone of contention would be 
thrown into the Association. The Association, if it paid 
members, would lose any influence it might have, and he moved 
a direct negative that they should not subsidize or pay any 
candidate for Parliamentary honours. 

Dr. CaverHiLtt (North-West Edinburgh Division) sup- 
— the last two speakers, saying that medical men who 

ecame candidates must be either removed from the active 
work of their profession and would preach heresies in the 
House of Commons, or they would be young and ambitious, 
and would, therefore, look for political honour. Their diffi- 
culty then would be that they would have to obey the party 
whip. The Association would do better to trust to trying to 
inflaence individual members in their constituencies. 

The CuatrMan then put the resolution, which he declared 
lost, and said that that concluded the report. 


Supply OF GOVERNMENT TO PRIVATE PRACTITIONERS. 

Dr. Boist said that it was not always easy to make Govern- 
ment officials move fast. 

Dr. MacKetrtu (Southampton Division) said that members 
of the profession who were not public vaccinators would be 
ge to pay for lymph supplied by the Local Government 
Board, and he thought if they had a resolution at that meet- 
ing it would do away with the objection of the Treasury. 

The CHatrman said he ought to point out to Dr. MacKeith 
that that was not the difficulty with the Government. I[t was 
really as to the institution of laboratory accommodation and 
so forth for the production of thelymph. He thought Dr. 
MacKeith would do well not to press the point, because practi- 
tioners might get lymph for nothing. 

De. MacKagitu hoped the motion would be put, his reason 
being that public vaccinators had stated that they got lymph 
which no one elge could get. 

The CaarrMAN thought Dr. MacKeith was not speaking on 
the general question. The Government said at the present 
time that it could not provide the amount of lymph necessary 
in the case of an epidemic, and that was what was first being 
considered. A resolution, if moved, must be on the specific 
point of payment. 

Dr. MacKuita (Southampton Division) said he would agree 
to the matter being dropped. 


Drua ABUSE. 

Dr. Buist said that the paragraph in the report as to drug 
abuse arising through practitioners ordering special prepara- 
tions by name to their patients was a mere record. 

Re The C oon put the matter to the meeting and declared 
carried. 


Nationat Deposit FRIENDLY SOCIETY. 
_ Dr. Burst said the next matter was a record of the negotia- 
pees in obedience to the instructions given by the meeting 
ast year. 

The CaarrMan said that wasa record. The Divisions had 
the recommendation in their hands. If any member had any 
special point to raise in regard to the report this was his 
opportunity. 

Dr. OnEtt (Torquay Division) said that his Division, when 
. the matter came before if practically, would not in any way 
fall in with the views expressed at the Representative Meet- 
ing last year. It came before the Division again about six 


The CaairMan said there was n ; 
but was open to the members before the 
on the general merits of i Speech 
Society. : the National Deposit Friendly 

Dr. UDELL (Torquay Division), in explai 
eaid he had nothing t0 do with clubs, Wing, Bis Position, 
came before the Division it was said that the Secret last 
better rate than any other in England. The vale ent Daid a 
was certainly good. He saw by the report that Aeyment 
replied in a discourteous way to the Secretary, whi he had 
matter to be regretted and not to be countenanma 
thought the matter should be threshed out. anced. He 

The CHarrMaN said that when the Committee 
matter down to the Divisions it hoped to receive ‘ 
opinions locally on the question, because it es 
obvious, from the information which the Medico-P satite 
Committee received when he was Chairman, that fy tical 
great of to local conditions: it 
was erefore impossible for a central ¢ 
direct authority in the matter. body to exerci 

Latimer (Swansea Division) said th 
Deposit Friendly Society seemed ~¢ him to be one ne 
at its back a genuine desire to encourage thrift amon bad 
people. As to its dealing with the profession, he was at : ee 
to understand why there was so much opposition to it, heen 
those who belonged to it were, on the whole, the same ¢ ~ 
people as belonged to the Foresters and the Oddfellows and 
other Friendly Societies. His Division had instructed hi 
to move that the question of the National Deposit Friendly 
Society be considered with a view to fixing a wage limi 
be an instruction to the Medico-Political Oom. 

The motion was seconded by Dr. GuLian. 

On the suggestion of Dr. Morton, 

Dr. Latimer inserted the words ‘‘and bodies of like con. 
stitution” after the words “National Deposit Friendly 
id that D 

r. BEVERLEY gai at some years ago Dr, Oswald 
were deputed by the Council to the 
Deposit Friendly Society with a view to reporting whether 
the Society was one which could be recognized or whether 
it came within the meaning of a medical aid society. Th 
reported to the effect that that Society did not come: within 
the definition of a medicel aid society and in favour of its 

eneral principles. They recommended, however, that the 

Jouncil should not give its imprimatur to the Society, 
That course was taken because the Society would not recom. 
mend the wage limit. In all other respects, with the excep. 
tion of a few slight matters with regard to payment, they con- 
sidered that the principle upon which the Society was 
managed was one that ought to be commended. 

Dr. J. Watker (Liverpool, Bootle Division) said that he did 
not think that it would be very much use to press the resolu- 
tion. He cordially agreed with the principle of the National 
Deposit Friendly Society, as did his Division also. 

Dr. Muir Smits (Hastings and Eastbourne Divisions) said 
that his Division found that the difficulty as to the wage limit 
could easily be got over by leaving the decision to the indi- 
vidual practitioner. If he thought that the position of the 
patient entitled him to charge a higher fee than was permitted 
by the scheme, the practitioner did so; and without a single 
exception all the extra payments had been paid by the patient 
without any remonstrance from head quarters. He thought it 
would be unnecessary to enforce anything in the nature of a 
wage limit in the case of the National Deposit Friendly 
Society. In his Division no list of doctors was made, and 
when a patient applied to the secretary he was usually sup- 
plied with a paper, with the name in blank, so that the patient 
might take it to a medical man and have it filled in by the 
doctor himself. 

Dr. Morton (Walthamstow Division) moved, and Mr. Wazp 
Cousins (Portsmouth Division) seconded : 

That the question be now put. 

The motion was put to the meeting and lost. 

Me. Topp (Sunderland Division) said that he strongly dis 
approved of any support whatever being given to the Natic 
Deposit Friendly Society. He approved of a wage 
because that was all-important. 

Dr. Gossk (Isle of Thanet, Faversham, and Canterbury 
Divisions) opposed the motion; it was impossible to gets 
wage limit in the class chiefly dealt with by the National 
Deposit Friendly Society. a 
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qhis Was  OwNE (Winchester Division) asked if they 
Dr. Da the concluding paragraph until the rules of the 
These 


: be amended. 
society said they were not bound at all. 
merely recommendations sent down for each Division to 
gh upon according to its own wishes locally. 

pears REGISTRATION AMENDMENT OF CORONERS’ 

AW. 

Dr. Borst said these questions had been under the con- 

aoration of the Association for several years and were now 
am for Parliamentary action. The whole of the reports 
cealy peen in the hands of the Divisions, they had had an 

Danity ofadequately considering them, and the motion he 
My to move dealt with the following paragraph of the supple- 

pentary report: 
ForTHER AMENDMENT OF THE CORONERS ACT. 
coroner having drawa attention to the desirability of making it no 
obligatory for juries to view bodies, your Committee recom- 
per that the Representative Meetiog should authorize the Com- 
wiles t0 introduce some provision of the kind into the Bill. 

He moved : 

‘that in approving the report of the Medico-Political Committee, the 
Representative Meeting instructs the Committee to take all neces- 
sary steps to obtain legislation for the purpose of giving effect to 
the recommendation of death registration and amendment of the 
Coroners Acts. 

Dr. Dixey (Worcester and Hereford Divisions) understood 
that under the draft Coroners Bill it was proposed that the 
eunty council or borough council would appoint a separate 
gedical officer to make post-mortem examinations. 

The CoarRMAN said, if necessary, the Bill also had reference 
to the practitioner in charge holding the post-mortem 

mination. 

DIxEY Bill to be permissive. 

The CHAIRMAN assented. 

Dr. TaomaS Largan asked if under the new Bill provision 
gould be made for the appointment of medical officers who 
had at present to give their services gratuitously. 

The CaatrMAN Said that that was dealt with in the original 
Goroners Bill and was certainly included in the present pro- 

ition. 

Dr. LaFFAN said another point arose in connexion with the 
proposal to get rid of viewing dead bodies. Had it been 
cmembered that in a notorious case forty or fifty years ago 
there was reason to believe that a supposititious body had 
been sudstituted? If juries were prevented from viewing 
the — the facilities for substitution would be greatly 
increased, 

‘The CHAIRMAN Said that was a question of social rather than 
4{ medical importance, and had reference to the protection of 
the public, and the protection of the public had, he thought, 
been amply provided for. It was only recently that this ques- 
tion of doing away with viewing the bodies had been raised in 
this special form. The actual proposals of the Association 
Dr. Hinps ichester an orthing an orsham Divi- 
sions) understood that the resolution implied that the meetin 
accepted the recommendations of the Committee. A feeo 
talfacrown was to be paid for the certificate, and he was 
by his to say it was 

he certiiicate was to be given by a_practitioner who 
might be called in just at the last moment. He had to certify as 
to the fact of death, or the fact of death had to be certified by an 
fficer appointed for that purpose by the coroner. Ina large 

point many officers, each o em concerned with 

only @ small district, and when a patient died and the 

death, he wou iable to be called upon to travel 

three miles to view the body and make the necessary inquiries 

ad send a report to the coroner for a fee of only half a crown. 
It was suggested that the fee should not be less than 53. 

r. Vomyns Leacu (West Dorset Division) asked if there 
sg be a mileage rate ; 28. 64. might be sufficient within a 
= cpherpe insufficient if the medical man had to go 

miles. 
(North-West Edinburgh Division) said that 
rh oe they were differently placed in having no coroner, 
ut they had a Procurator I’iscal who was responsible for post- 
mortem examinations or ordering them to be made. The 
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ded: number of uncertified deaths in Scotland wasascandal. A 
the m curator Fisca im that more examinations were no 
=. d upon the motion being put it was lost. | ete clear up causes of sudden death because the 


Treasury considered post-mortem examinations unnecessary, 
and surcharged the Procurator. 

Dr. Burst pointed out that any ratepayer could challenge 
the payment made by a coroner if it was made beyond the 
conditions under which he had the right of instructing a 
medical officer. 

Dr. Muir (Glasgow. Central Division) corroborated what 
had been said by Dr. Caverhill. 

Dr. Bost observed that if Dr. Muir would look at the last 
paragraph of the report he would see that ‘‘the foregoing 
provisions on registration of deaths and stillbirths, referring 
to the coroner, shall, in Scotland, mutatis mutandis, apply to 
the Procurator Fiscal.” 

. = | an asked if these provisions would apply to 
reland. 

The CHAIRMAN said that those as to death certification did, 
but not the Coroners Bill. 

Dr. Topp (Sunderland Division) thought that the three-mile 
limit was too far. His Division would recommend that there 
should be a mile limit, and that the fee should be 5s. 

The CuatrMaNn asked Dr. Todd how he thought his Division 
would be affected by the motion of Dr. Hinds that the fee for 
the certificate of the fact of death should not be less than 5s. 

Dr. Topp (Sunderland Division) suggested that Dr. Hinds 
should add to that a limit of distance. The three-mile 
radius was much too large. 

The C#atrmANn observed that there were two distinct 
points. He would take a vote first on Dr. Hinds’s proposition 
a the fee for the certificate of the fact of death be not less 

an 58. 

Dr. Topp (Sunderland Division) seconded the motion. 

Dr. MacKeirs (Southampton, Guernsey and Alderney, and 
Jersey Divisions) understood that the fee of 2s. 6d. was not 
for going to see whether a person was dead or not, but was 
for the certificate. This was a question of paying for a call 
to the house to see whether a person was dead or not. His. 
Division had asked him to say that they considered it would 
be impossible to get 2s. 6d. for a certificate of death and 
2s. 6d. for registration. 

Mr. Westpy (Liverpool, Southern Division) said he could 
understand the man in the country being willing to give a 
certificate for 28. 6d., but surely there should be a mileage 
allowance. 

Dr. Cox (Gateshead, Consett, and Chester-le-Street Divi- 
sions) said that Dr. MacKeith had touched upon the point 
upon which his Division had instructed him to inquire— 
namely, whether the Committee had carefully considered 
the cost of the new charge. The opinion in his Division was 
that the jump toa 5s. fee was too sudden, and would over- 
weight the Bill. He would be glad to have some declaration 
of opinion from the Chairman on that point. 

The CHAIRMAN said the Committee considered the matter 
and came to the conclusion that 2s. 6d. was the best sugges- 
tion. He understood that Dr. Hinds’s motion referred onty to 
the fact of death. 

Dr. Hinps (Chichester and Worthing and Horsham Divi- 
sions) assented. 

The CHarrMaNn said Dr. Hinds's point was that the two certi- 
ficates might be given by different people, and if the certificate 
of the cause of death was sufficiently paid for by 2s. 6d., the 
certificate of the fact of death was not sufficiently paid for if 
it entailed a journey of three miles. ; 

Dr. Watsue said if the Bill was to apply to Ireland he would 
considera fee of 28, 6d. quite inadequate. He happened to be 
a coroner, and he could order a medical practitioner to travel 
six or seven miles to see a body, and for that 2s. 6d. would be 
a very small remuneration. 

The CHarrMaAN said by reference to the report it would be 
seen that mileage was also to be taken into account. He then 
put Dr. Hinds’s motion. ‘‘ That the fee for the certificate of the 
fact of death be not less than 5s.” 

The motion was lost. 

A proposition was next made by Dr. Topp for the substitu- 
tion of a one-mile limit for the three-mile limit. 

The Cuairman said he had also received an amendment on 
the subject from Mr. Jackson, who was satisfiei with the 
amendment proposed by Dr. Todd. 

Dr. Buist hoped the meeting would remember that they 
were asking the Committee to take action for a certain pur- 
pose, and it was for the meeting to consider how far they were 
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going to make the Committee’s action difficult. It was taken : 


for granted that when the doctor got the coroner’s summons 

he would pay the visit in his ordinary round, and the fees 

upon by the Council had been determined on that 

basis. It was for the meeting to decide whether they would 

accept that as a basis, and if the matter could still be carried 
through if the fees were increased. 

The CuarrMAN took it the meeting would bear this ques- 


tion of expenditure, already raised by Dr. Cox, in mind iin |. 


proposing alterations of the Committee’s suggestions. The 
suggestion of the Committee was that the radius should be 
three miles, and that after that the mileage should be 
23. a mile or part of a mile, The radius was now proposed to 
be reduced to one mile. 

Dr. Cox asked if the probable cost to the community could 
be stated. The reasonableness of the total cost to the com- 
munity must be considered by any body of ratepayers. He 
would be influenced very much in his vote by that considera- 
tion, and he had been instructed by his Division to inquire if 
any estimate had been formed of what the cost to the com- 
munity would be on the basis laid down. 

'The CHAIRMAN said that the Committee did consider 
the whole economic lines of the question, but they had not 
formed any estimate of the cost; that was to say, they had 
not formulated in their minds any actual sum as the cost dis- 
tributed over the whole of the community. 

Dr. Todd’s motion was thereupon carried. 

Dr. Caveruitt (North-West Edinburgh Division) had a 
rider in reference to the question of diminishing the number 


of unregistered deaths in Scotland, and also, he presumed, in || 


England. It was to add after the word ‘‘inquest” in Para- 
graph 11, Section 11 (p. 66), “for ordering a post-mortem 
examination.” That was to say, a coroner should be reim- 


bursed by the local authority for payment as if it were an 


expense. 

The CHAIRMAN said he had it in his mind, and the Solicitor 
confirmed him, that ordering an inquest covered a post- 
mortem examination. 

Dr. Caveruitt (North-West Edinburgh Division) drew 
attention to Paragraph 11: 

11. (1) A Goroner sball pay to any duly-qualified medical practitioner 

whom he may consult, or who may on his requisition have reported as 
to the cause of avy death on which no inquest is held, a fee not 
exceeding one guinea. 
If the coroner or the Procurator Fiscal ordered a post-mortem 
examination, he should be reimbursed, and he hoped that 
that would do away with the scandal of unregistered deaths 
in Scotland. He heard it suggested that the Coroners Act 
ee apply to Scotland, but they would see Paragraph 17 
gaid: 

17. The foregoing provisions on registration of deaths and stillbirths 
referring to the coroner shall in Scotland, mutatis mutandis, apply to 
the Procurator Fiscal. 


Dr. Buttrar (Kensington Division) seconded the amend- 
ment. In Scotland on many occasions he had been told by 
the Procurator Fiscal, when applying for his fee, that it was 
uncertain whether the Treasury would allow it. 

The CHAIRMAN, having put the motion, declared it carried, 
and said, in reply to Dr. Caverhill’s suggestion that the Com- 
mittee should deal with the difference in wording, that the 
whole wording would have to be recast and brought before the 
meeting next year. 

REGISTRATION OF STILLBIRTHS. 

Dr. Rose then proposed the following rider to Para- 
graph 16. 

That in the absence of abnormal external appearances no registered 
medical practitioner need sign a certificate of stillbirth without 
making a post-mortem examination. It was a point which would 
frequently come up under the Midwives Act. lt might be abso- 
lutely impossible to say by viewing whether a child was stillborn. 


Dr. McManus (Wandsworth Division) seconded the resolu- 


tion, which was put and carried. 
Dr. Dixey (Worcester and Hereford Divisions) said he 


was instructed to propose that Paragraph 12 should be omitted . 


or made permissive. As it read at present it was: 

12, In every coroner’s district there shall be appointed by the County 
Council one or more special medical officers whose duty shall be to 
examine the body, and report to the coroner in all cases of death in 
which the coroner shall so direct. 


He moved that the word “ may” be substituted for ‘' shall.” 
Dr. OpELL (Torquay Division) seconded. 
Dr. Dixey (Worcester and Hereford Divisions) pointed out 
that in-the Coroners Bill there were the words: 


as placed before them a fee of 5 guineas w 
analysis; 1 guinea simply covered the ordinary post: 


In every coroner’s district the h 
an 8 
e move e same resolution wi gard 

r, Morton (Walthamstow Division) said wi ‘ 
registration of stillbi With regard 
irths, there was no Provision for 

r. Straton (Salisbury Division i i 
death and that some fee was said @ ‘stillbirth Wag 

The CHAIRMAN observed that it was certainly not specifn 
stated, but of course it was intended, as sh specifically 


‘in Paragraph 16: Production to the registrar of the wor 


on the statutory form.” & Certificate, 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE CoMMITTEER accepted it ag 


tion that that be inserted in the form of a eubclause. 


Dr. (Brighton Division) said his 


that the fee of one guinea was very small, and thought it 


should be increased to two guineas. In i 
ee for making a post-mortem examinati 

Dr. JoHNSON SmytH (Bournemouth Division) Seconded the, 


resolution. 


The CHAIRMAN, answering an inquir i ' 
discussing the details of the Bill ; mid pot. 
mittee in putting into final form the legislati 4 
come before the meeting next year. — which was to 

Dr. Latimer (Swansea Division) said he had been i 


‘by the coroner to make a post-mortem examination, and 


told it was his duty to make an analysis of the ba 
stomach without further fee. The Acs 
to, and there was no further fee for an analysis. In that 
he sent the contents to the public analyst, but it was poines 
out that the post-mortem examination fee covered it. 

Dr. OLDHAM (Lancaster Division) said in the Coroners Bil} 


put down for 


examination. He thought that met Dr. Latimer’s objection, 

Dr. WatsHe (Kilkenny Division) did not know if th 
meeting that the for Ireland authorized a 

guineas for making an analysis apart from a post-mortem 
examination, 

e CHAIRMAN then put the motion proposed by Dr, M 
seconded by Dr. Smytu, ‘ that the fee for a 
examination should not be less than 2 guineas,” and observed 
that the measure was purely a matter of opinion. 

The motion was carried. 

On the motion of Dr. MircHELL (Belfast Division), seconded 
by Dr. J.C. Woopstpe (Derry and Ballymoney, North Antrim, 
and South Derry Divisions), it was agreed that it be a 
instruction to the Medico-Political Committee to 
the extension of the provisions of the Act to Ireland. 

Dr. Caveruitt (North-West Edinburgh Division) would 
like to take the sense of the meeting as to the advisability of 
advocating that post-mortem examinations should, as far» 
possible, be done by experts. 

Mr. H. A. Batiance (Norwich and West: Norfolk Divisions) 
called attention to the draft form of certificate: ‘ Date when 
last seen alive. When this date is more than eight days prior 
to the date of death the Registrar shall forthwith report t 
the coroner or Procurator Fiscal.” He moved that “ eight” be 
altered to “ fourteen.” 

The motion was seconded by Dr. Cox. 

Dr. Garstanc (Altrincham Division) said that the object af 
the certificate was to obtain the most recent possible inform 
tion in all cases of death, and the extension of the time ww 
a disadvantage from that point of view. nt 

Dr. Dariine (Portadown and West Down Division) thought 
that fourteen days was enough to meet the necessities of the 
case. 

Dr. Woopsipr (Derry and Ballymoney, North Antrim, and 
South Derry Divisions) proposed that the time should le 
extended to one month. 

Dr. Opt (Torquay Division) seconded the amendment, 

The amendment proposing a month was then put to the 
meeting and lost. : 

Mr. Batiance’s (Norwich and West Norfolk Divisions) 
motion was then put to the meeting and carried. 

Dr. Water (St. Pancras Division) then 
that ‘‘ten ” should be inserted instead of “‘ fourteen. 

The motion was seconded by Mr. Jackson (Plymouth Dit 
sion) and lost. 
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motion of Mr. Ballance was put as a substantive resolu- 


ied. 
ian lowing resolution was then put and carried : 
approving the report of the Medico-Political Committee the 
en ntative Meeting instructs the Committee to take all neces- 
to obtain legislation for the purpose of giving effect to the 


a7 6D ations of Death Registration and Amendment of the 


coroners Act 


, CAVERHILT 
god Dr. Dixey (W 


(North-West Edinburgh Division) moved, 
orcester and Hereford Divisions) seconded : 
il take into consideration the question of the employ- 

the as possible, of expert pathologists for post-mortem 
meminations under the Registration of Death and the Coroners Acts. 
‘pr, McManus (Wandsworth Division) opposed Dr. Caver- 
wills motion. It was a distinct slur on the medical profes- 


Glasgow, Eastern Division) said that in Scotland 
Sore appointed to do all the post-mortem exami- 


Gorpon (Liverpool, Central Division) also 
opposed the amendment. 
 CAVERHILL(North- West Edinburgh Division), in replying 


oan said that he merely wished to elicit the feeling of 
meeting. 
The motion was lost. 


PayMeNT OF MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS CALLED IN TO ASSIST 
MIDWIVES. 

Dr. Buist said he had simply to move that the meeting 
ive and approve of the memorandum on the subject. 

Mr, Warp Cousins (Portsmouth Division) said that he was 
enfident that if the proposals of the memorandum could be 
qgried out, great good would follow, but nothing would 
eorrect the condition of things as affecting the medical pro- 
jession but a modification of the Act itself. It was most 
mjust to the medical profession. He sincerely hoped that 
the presentation of this memorandum to the Privy Council 
gould have a beneficial effect. 

The CHAIRMAN thought the meeting was in a position to 
accept the motion of Dr. Rose: 

That the meeting approve of the recommendation of the Medico- 
Political Committee that the fee paid to the medical practitioner 
under the Midwives Act in case of emergency shall be not less than 
two guineas, 
Dr. Rosz (Stratford Division) protested that that was not 

his view as to the amount of the fees that should be paid. 
There were such a large number of emergencies which a 
medical practitioner might be called in to deal with 
that he thought some modification of the two guineas was 
required. For instance, the medical practitioner was called 
jninany case of deformity, and two guineas for looking ata 
deformity was rather absurd. His own Division, in 
discussing the matter, had attempted to draw up a scale of 
fees, and that scale had been published and had met with 
approval in other Divisions. What he wished to propose was 
that the payment of the services of the medical practitioner 
ander the Act should be on the scale proposed by the Strat- 
ford Division, which had already been published in the 

Barish MEDICAL JOURNAL. 

Dr. Larkinc (Dover and Folkestone Divisions) expressed 
Ay ge that the scale of fees of the Stratford Division 
was the only one practicable. It was absolutely ridiculous 
that they should be bound to a fee of two guineas. The 
Stratford Division had met the question in the only practical 
wayand he thought their scale should be adopted by the 
Association, though he felt that the whole Act was so 
anomalous that the less they had to do with it the better, and 
ifit did become a dead letter so much the better. 

Dr. Tuompson (Cardiff Division) said that the County 
Borough Council of Cardiff had guaranteed payment of one 
_ to any practitioner called in under these circum- 


Dr. Courts (Blackpool and Isle of Man Divisions) said his 

ivision was of opinion that no provision was required. Mid- 

wives had existed for a long time, and it had been the 
pgs to call in medical assistance, and the men 
Mag og in that way were paid. It would be a 
Po e to have the payment made bya public authority, 
re vo Ms would be rather playing into the hands of 
por midwives. In his own Division the midwives were 
encouraged by the profession. His Division thought that 
€ fees for the medical practitioner were paid by the 


authority, it must increase the practice of midwives. On it | 


becoming known that the authorities would pay the fee, a 
great many people who would otherwise employ medical men, 
would employ midwives, and that would work very in- 
juriously for the younger class of practitioners. 
The CHarrnMAN thought there was one considerable incon- 
venience in the debate, which was that many members 
not the Schedule of the Stratford Division before them. It 
would be better to postpone the discussion of the question 
until the next day, when prints of the Schedule would be 
ready. The resolution was therefore withdrawn temporarily. 


Mepicat Acts AMENDMENT BILt. 

Dr. Burst said that this Bill had advanced so far through 
the consideration of the Divisions that the direction in which 
the action of the Association should be taken had become 
very clear. It was for the meeting to approve the proposal to 
give legislative effect to the Bill. 

The CHAIRMAN said that at last they were at the end of 
their duty as regards the Medical Acts Amendment Bill. The 
eee and the details had been before the Divisions and 

ad been approved by them. What they had to do was to 
give the official seal to that work by approving or disapproving 
the resolution instructing the Medico-Political Committee to 
carry the matter on to the next stage—to get the Bill intro- 
duced into Parliament. _ 

The CuHatrMAN of the Medico-Political Committee moved : 


That the Representative Meeting instructs the Medico-Political Com- 
mittee to take all the necessary steps to introduce the Medical Acts 
‘Amendment Bill into the House of Commons. 


Dr. WotsTENHOLME (Salford Division) said that at the 
Oxford Meeting he tried to get a vote on the question with 
regard to the inclusion of dentists. The matter was referred, 
and no discussion or any vote had been taken on the.question 
as to whether dentists should be included, and he had to bring 
the matter before the Association again and propose that all 
reference to dentists be deleted except when the dentists are 
themselves medical men. The reasons for that were that the 
inclusion of dentists would undoubtedly make the Act 
much more difficult to be passed, because it would 
disfranchise thousands of men practising dentistry, 
who, as soon as the Bill was brought forward, h 
found an Association to oppose the passing of the Bill if it 
included dentists. If it included dentists it would embrace 
men only partially qualified, and following on that they would 
heve opposition ‘from the opticians. Consequently on the 
merits of the Bill, as well as on general grounds, he moved 
that all mention of dentists be deleted. 

Dr. Gitt (Southport Division) seconded. 

' The CHAIRMAN, in answer to an inquiry as to whether the 
Dentists were going to bear any part of the expense of the 
Bill, said it was a very difficult question to answer, because 
he had no authority to speak for the British Dental Associa- 
tion; but that Association showed itself so extremely active 
that he had no doubt it would share in the expense. ° 

Dr. Git (Southport Division) observed that he had an 
een from his Division about a certain clause in the 

1 
The CHAIRMAN said, that being so, he would take it as 
a separate matter. The motion as to the dentists must first 
be disposed of. 

In revly to Dr. WALTER SmITH, 

Dr. Botst said that the Committee considered that they 
had reason to believe that as a matter of practical politics the 
inclusion of the dental regulations in the Bill would facilitate 
its passage. 

Dr. WoLTSENHOLME (Salford Division) said that the Bill 
would put medical men and dentists on practically the same 
footing. One of the clauses suggested that a dentist might 
employ an unqualified assistant to do mechanical work, and it 
seemed to him that it would reintroduce the unqualified 
assistant. 

Dr. W. Browne (Winchester Division) moved that the 
question be put. 

The motion being seconded, é 

The CHarrMAN said that he could assure Dr. Wolstenholme 
that he was labouring under a misapprehension. Such employ- 
ment by a dentist was under consideration, and they were 
advised they had dealt with the point. It had been moved 
and seconded that the question be now put, and he asked 
what was the desire of the meeting. 

The meeting having signified its desire that the resolution 
be put, a vote was taken and the resolution was carried with 
two dissentients. 
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The CHargMAN gaid he had had handed on to him a resolu- 

tion from Dr. Cox, seconded by Dr. War: 

That as the Crown, representing the people, is to be represented on 
the General Medical Council under the new Act, and as the work of 
the General Medical Council is admittedly as much in the public as 
in the professional interest, the Crown should contribute to the 
finances of the Council. 


The point, of course, was one that had been raised before in 
the first Medical Acts Amendment Bill. It was obviously 
just that it should be obtained, but the Treasury had never 

n able to recognize that. Therefore he took it that this 
was non-contentious, and would be agreed to. 

On a vote being taken the resolution was carried. 

Dr. GossE (Isle of Thanet, Faversham, and Canterbury 
Divisions) observed that in other items there had been an 
abstract of the replies of Divisions on various matters, but 
_ were none published on the Medical Acts Amendment 

ill. 

The CuarrMaNn said the replies on the question of prin- 
ciple were published last year. This year only a few Divisions 
seemed to have sent replies. It was for the meeting to 
decide what the Association should do. The Divisions were 
not categorically asked, when the question of principle went 
down two years ago. seas 

Dr. Gitt (Southport Division) said that his Division had 
authorized him to say that it approved of the Bill taking it 
altogether, but that they objected to one or two of its 
provisions, 

The CuarrMAN said that that would not bein order. The 
details had been decided by the Divisions before the meeting. 


Freres TO MEDICAL WITNESSES IN EMERGENCY CASES. 
Dr. Burst moved that the paragraphs on “ Fees of Medical 
Witnesses ” and on ‘‘ Payment of Medical Practitioners called 
in by the Police in Emergency Cases” be approved, 
Tnis was agreed to. 


ScHoot CERTIFICATES. 

Dr. Buist then moved the adoption ot the paragraph as to 
the ** Payment of Medical Men for Certificates of Unfitness to 
Attend school.” 

This was also agreed to. 


PostaL MepicaL OFFICERS. 
On the motion of Dr. Bust, the paragraph on “ Position of 
Postal Medical Officers” was adopted. 


OF PRESCRIPTIONS. 
The memorandam on the ** Unduly Kepeated Dispensing of 
Prescriptions ” was approved. 


THE CoRONER FOR SoutTH-WeEst LONDON, 

Dr. McManvs (Wandsworth Division) said that the Division 
he represented felt that the medical profeesion did not quite 
realize the gravity of the struggle which was taking place be- 
tween the medical men and Mr. Troutbeck for what they con- 
sidered their moral and legal rights. All their communice- 
tions had been ignored. What they felt in South London 
was that Mr. Troutbeck or any other coroner would be abso- 
lutely harmless if the members of the medical profession had 
only been true to their cloth. The London County Council 
had looked at the matter from the ratepayers’ point of view. 
The result was that they communicated with the leading hos- 
pitals and asked them whether they had any pathologist who 
would allow himself to be nominated for employment by the 
County Council. Some of the hospitals refused to entertain 
the matter. Other hospitals, he was sorry to say, had enter- 
tained it. 

The CHarrmaNn said that the resolution moved by Dr. 
McManus would be in the agenda paper for next day. In 
the meantime he might say two words of explanation as tothe 
position ofthe Association at the present time. Last year 
they applied to Mr. Balfour, as the head of the Government, 
to intervene to secure that the Lord Chancelior should, in the 
first place, consider the printed evidence the Association had 
laid before him. He was sorry to say that Mr. Balfour hid 
not thought fit to acknowledge the receipt of the Association’s 
letter, «nd that was a discourtesy which he did not 
think the Prime Minister would inflict upon any other 
profession, but as he had chosen to do it the Association 
could go no further constitutionally. As regarded the Lord 
Chancellor, his attention was again being drawn to the 
repeated cases in which complaint was justly made agairst 


[Jory 29, top 
Mr. Troutbeck, Printed evidence w. i : 
to him, so that he had no excuse for saying ee being sent 
which was a matter of public safet » Was not bene matter 
to his notice by the Association. The Lord ‘ 
however, preferred to do nothing, and in ae , 
he was supported apparently by the Prime Mini at 
was the position as regarded the Government, ter, Tha 
the County Council, the Association, in Tegarde 
South-West London Medical Society and the Wa wth the 
Division and with the Defence Societies, was mo andy: 
matter, and, on the proporal of the South-Wer 1 the 
Medical Society, the Association was takin the 
approaching the auditor of the County Council with 
to the charges of the eo-called pathologists being sur” 
That matter was to be heard before Mr. Cockerton in oa 
and the Association had retained the Services 
couneel, and was still preparing evidence, Ags n Cminent 
arose out of this matter, he would ask the Chair an notin 
Medico-Political Committee to pass to the next basen 
Dr. Morton (Walthamstow Division) observed thas a 
rime Minister, the Association shou 
itgelt ’ Id approach the Crom, 
e CHAIRMAN said the proporal had bee i 
but it was understood that’ the Crown Ob 
approached on constitutional matters. phe being 


CERTIFICATE OF SECONDARY Epvcamion, 

On the motion of Dr. burst, the memorandum 
with regard to the proposed Government Certifone 
Seconaary Ejucation was approved. a 

AMBULANCE COMPETITIONS, 

Dr. Burst moved that the memorandum with Telerence 
the pusition of medical men in connexion with am 
competitions, together with the answers from the Divig; 
be approved, and the matter referred to the Divisions {o, 

Larkinc (Ashford, Dover, and Folkestone Divisi 
expressed the hope on behalf of his Division that the f 
John Ambulance Society would not regard it asa discourtesy 
that the Association should be taking up this business, 
The Cuargman remarked that this measure was very my) 
on all fours with the recommendations as to the Nation) 
Deposit Friendly Society. As the ambulance conditigy 
varied a good deal locally, it was for the local Divisi 
of a to make up their minds as to What they 
wanted. 

Tne Memorandum was adopted. 


INDECENT ADVERTISEMENTS Act, | 
Dr. Buist moved that the report as to the Indecgy 
Advertisements Act be received. 
The CHAIRMAN Observed that this, again, was a om 
contentious matter, and the paragraph was adopted, 


SECURITY OF TENURE OF HEALTH OFFICERS, 

Dr. Buist reminded the meeting that the matter my 
embodied in the form of a Public Health Bill, but, owing tot 
position of Parliamentary buginess, it was not yet passed inh 
law. But theeffect of the introduction of the Bil} had beentht 
a certain amount of official assurance and recognition of th 
principle had been received, so that the prospect of legiale 
tive effect being given tothe matter was much better tha 
a year ago. A paragraph dealt with the security of tenm 
of public vaccinators. One of the items in the Reportm 
Contract Practice dealt with the question of the dismissld 
public vaccinators. The Committee felt that the publicm 
cinator should be given security of tenure, so that his po 
tion as a public vaccinator and the salary which he got ina 
that should not be used as a bribe to him to take a medial 
officership at an inadequate salary. The report simply 
involved the approval of these two parts. “a 

Ia answer to Dr. WoLsTenHOLME (Salford Division), te 
CuarrMaN agreed that the paragraph should be considered ia 
two parts. 

Paragraph (a), dealing with the security of tenure d 
medical officers of health, was then adopted. 

Dr. WoLsTaNHOLME said he could not vote for the ye 
of tenure of the public vaccinator, because his Divisions 
to have the whole question of public vaccination considerel, 
and if the public vaccinator was given fixity of tenure, it 
would prevent the whole subject being fully considered. 


The CHAIRMAN asked if Dr. Wolstenholme would move 
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erred back to the Committee, so as to give 
dhe matter be volt bring forward a definite proposition. 
gis Divisl TENHOLME said he was, prepared to move it, 
ter, - Dr. noni (Walthamstow Division) said the meeting had 


Dr. Mox sed a resolution as to the Association's policy with 


Po vaccinators ; the present proposal wasactually 


re 


regard top 
Ta, go that. ’s motion was then agreed to. 
that this recorded the successfal opposition 
a Dr. BO in a Corporation Bill for preventing post-mortem 
in the ioscan ns in private houses. 
M A 
RATION OF THE Mipwivss 
:s seer reported the action of the Committee with regard 


Dt. inistration of the Midwives Act. 
wie ateshiead, Consett, and Chester-le-Street Divi- 


ed about the report promised on the ‘form of call 


Minent, A ” 
called to assist midwives. 
of ewe | said that report was not yet complete, as the 
a8, Dr. ions had not yet terminated. 
at the 
Norsgs’ R&GISTRATION. 
ot CuarnMAN said that it was his duty to report that he 
enamitted the resolution he was ordered to transmit 
dered, duly Special Committee of the House of Commons on this 
being hod and he had been careful to state that the Repre- 
aab) tive Meeting simply approved of the principle, and 
roy the Association, after full consideration of the 
ae eth did not express any opinion on the merits 
repared ‘say Bill dealing with nurses’ registration. It 
Cate gf a be remembered that a few prominent financiers in 
the city helped, or rather, he should say, the Treasurer of 
guy's Hospital endeavoured to obtain from the Board of 
trade leave to deal with this subject by a limited company, 
ence to iaying out the word “limited.” The Council of the Associa- 
balane tion instracted Mr. Andrew Clark and himself and the officers 
vision, § {the Association to oppose that before the Board of Trade, 
Ons for and he took advantage of that opportunity to mention the 
vote of the Representative Meeting, that so far the Agsocia- 
vision) @ tion had simply approved of the principle of the registration 
the St, % of nurses. That was the present position. There was a 
oUurtery 1 on the agenda paper to rescind the Oxford 
. vote, That matter would taken in its proper place. 
Ymuh # He understood that the Select Committee of the House of 
‘ationa) (Commons would not report probably until late in the autumn, 
ditions gpd it was doubt{ul whether they would report even then. If 
visions did not it would mean that they were going to take 
at they  forther evidence when Parliament met again. He did not 
know what the comments on the Bills now before the House 
ould be, but he was given “to understand that they were 
likely to be unfavourable. So that on the whole he took it all 
they could do was to accept the report now as a narrative and 
ndecent pass on to the next question. 
Dr. StaNLEY GiLL (Southport Division) asked if the regis- 
& 20 & tration of nurses included midwifery nurses, and on the 


(uammMaAN saying ‘‘No,” continued that he was instructed to 
wy that it should include midwifery nursing, and comprise 
nurses who had had three years’ training, and he moved to 


that effect. 
CertiryInc Factory SuRGEONS. 

Dr. Buist called attcntion to the supplemental report on 
the action successfully taken by the Association in defence of 
oo position of certifying factory surgeons. 

e meeting approved the report. 


INSURANCE EXAMINATION FEEs. 


port Dr. Buist said the Norwich Division had done very im- 
iieeald HS portant work on the subject, and the Committee recom- 
liewt HF mended that it was now in such a position that it should be 
8 poe HS suggested to the Divisions to take the question into their 
ot ia HF own consideration so far as regarded their own localities. He 
medial asked their approval on the report, including that recom- 
simp)  mendation. ‘he motion would be: 
That the report on insurance fees be approved, and it be su ited 
1), the that each Division should take the question into consideration. 
The said it was an important question, which 
F could only be discussed with profit, in the first place, locally. 
bare Mr. H. A. Battance said the Norwich Jivision had 


yrange sixty life insurance societies throughout the 


, and received only sixteen replies. That was an indi- 
cation of the treatment individual Divisions would get. The 
Norwich Division thought if the Association’s Central Office 
memorialized insurance offices it would get more satisfactory 
wplies, In not one instance did offices, with a large number 


of questions on their papers and paying a fee of 58. or 108., 
show any inclination to modify the questions in these 
policies. They could not see that the fee should be propor- 
tionate to the work done. He would suggest the following 
resolution : 

That it is desirable that the Association, through the Medico-Political 
Committee, should memorialize the life and sickness insurance 
societies throughout the country with a view to giving effect to the 
principle adopted in the report of the Norwich Division, that the 
amount of work expected fiom the referee be proportionate to the 
fee sent him by the insurance company. 

The OnargMaN said they could not hurry over so important 

a subject. 1t was suggested that the Medico-Politi Com- 
mittee should at once approach the insurance companies, but 
that Committee had had to go the other way about 
and approach the members of the Divisions. He had had 
handed to him another resolution from Mr. Mackenzie, 
asking the Medico-Political Committee to lay down how 
much work should be done and for how muchmoney. He did 
not think any Central Committee capable of doing that. 

Mr. Batiance (Norwich and West Norfolk Divisions) thought 
the Medico-Political Committee might get into communica- 
tion with the insurance societies. 

Dr. WoLsTENHOLME (Salford Division) thought more detail 
was wanted before any action was taken, and that the better 
plan would be to get to know various insurance societies 
through their medical officers, and find out what had to be 
done in various parts of the country for different offices. It 
could then come before the next Representative Meeting, 
and they could lay down certain rules so as to get unifor- 
mity of action. 

The CHarrRMAN read Mr. Ballance’s resolution in the follow- 
ing amended form: 

That with a view to give effect to the principle adopted in the report 
of the Norwich Division it is desirable that the Association, through 
the Medico-Political Committee, should ascertain from the life in- 
surance and sickness societies throughout the country the propor- 
tion between the amount of work expected from the medical referee 
and the fee offered him by the society. 


Dr. GossE (Isle of Thanet, Faversham, and Canterbury 
Divisions) suggested as a rider that it would be advisable for 
the Medico-Potitical Committee to forward the information, 
together with the Norwich report, to the Divisions for their 
consideration. 

The CHARMAN understood that that would be done, and 
that Dr. Wolstenholme suggested that the report should be 
furnished to the Representative Meeting next year. He 
— it would be quite possible to send it by the end of 

pril. 

Dr. Buist suggested that any information available should 
be sent as soon as possible. : 

Mr. Daniex (Furness and Kendal Divisions) having moved 
an amendment on the question of insurance, the CHAIRMAN 
oe was already a motion to that effect before the 
meeting. 

He then put Mr. Ballance’s resolution, which was carried. 

The resolution of the Chairman of the Committee was put: 

That the report on insurance fees be approved, and that it be referre 

to the Divisions for their consideration. 


This was also carried. 


UNREGISTERED PRACTITIONERS. 

Dr. Burst said the last point in the report was the record 
of action taken, but it was so important that he thought it 
should be presented to the meeting. The Counci} had during 
the year issued instructions to the Medico-Political Com- 
mittee to take whatever action might be found necessary in 
cases of unqualified reported to them. The meeting 
approved without a division. ; 

VACCINATION (EXPENSES). 
_ Dr. Burst said that this subject was still under considera- 
on. 

Lunacy Law AMENDMENT. 

Dr. Buist said that new matter was raised under this head. 
It was a recommendation that lunacy legislation be taken 
under consideration by a specially-appointed Committee. 

Dr. Dovetas (Maidstone, Rochester, and Chatham Divisions) 
said that until last year there had been a Committee dealing 
with lunacy legislation, and especially with the advisability 
of introducing into English law the six months’ certificate, 
which was in force in Scotland, whereby persons might 
be certified as fit and proper persons from their mental 


state to have special care and treatment for a period 
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not exceeding six months. That enabled’ such cases 
to be treated without the stigma of lunacy. ‘That 
the stigma of lunacy was not mere sentimentality was 
apparent on consideration of the fact that it deprived the 
rich and poor of many social advantages. Many cases in 
Scotland were certified not as lunatics, but as incipient or 
under suspicion. Such cases in England would be sent away 
because there was no medium course. There seemed to be 
opposition to forming a Committee in conjunction with the 
edico-Psychological Association, but the opposition did 
not come from the general practitioners. The Lord 
Chancellor had received a deputation and accepted 
their age In the very next Bill, and every 
succeeding Bill, the clause which would have made it law in 
England was introduced. But session after session it had 
been presented and had not been passed, because the Medico- 
Psychological Association had determined that it would not 
allow lunacy legislation to pass unless it provided for a 
pension for asylum officers. e moved : 

. That a Committee, composed for the most part of persons having 
special knowledge of and interest in mental cases, be formed. 
The CHAIRMAN said that there was in existence a Subcom- 
mittee of the Medico-Political Committee. The question was 
whether the Medico-Political Committee should be instructed 
to co-opt on to the Committee such a number of men as would 

bring it up to the required strength. 
Dr. Gint (Southport Division) said that there was no stigma 
in a certificate. No one knew anything about the certificate 
but the person who was the patient and the Commissioner in 
Lunacy, and, of course, the friends of the patient. The 
patient was to be at large for six months. He thought that a 
month was quite long enough to begin with. He thought 
that if the matterjwas left to the Medico-Psychological Society 
it. would see that the suggestions were carried out, and he 
proposed that it should be so left to it. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the resolution as he understood it 
would run thus: 
That the Medico-Political Committee be instructed to appoint a sub- 
committee to deal with the question of lunacy legislation and to 
— six additional members specially conversant with the 
question. 


- The motion was put to the meeting and carried. 


LEAD AS AN ABORTIFACIENT. 

‘The action taken by the Committee in this respect was 

approved. 

The CuHarnMAN said that as the paragraphs of the report 
had been approved seriatim he would not put it as a whole. 


REporT OF THE ETHICAL COMMITTEE. 
. De. Bruce Gorr (Lanarkshire Division), in the absence of 
Professor Saundby, moved the reception of the report of the 
Ethical Committee, He said that there was only one recom- 
mendation, and that was that 
The Committee is of opinion that members of the profession who act 
- . as-medical officers to hydropathic and similar establishments should 
_ make it a condition of their engagement that their names shall not 
be inserted in any advertisements of such institutions except in 
advertisements in medical journals. 
The matter of advertising in connexion with hydropathic 
establishments had received a considerable amount of atten- 
tion from the Ethical Committee, and this was the outcome 
of their deliberations, and also. of the answers which they 
had received from the Divisions. 
Dr. W. J. SmyrH (Bournemouth Division) supported the 
recommendation. 
- Dr. Dixey (Worcester and Hereford Divisions) said that the 
owners of the hydropathic establishments themselves should 
not advertise. 
The motion was _ to the meeting and carried. 
The CHAIRMAN then moved, on behalf of the Ethical Com- 
mittee, that the report be approved. 
The motion was carried. 


The GuarrMAN. then said that he would move from the 
chair that the meeting. simply receive and enter on the 
minutes the report of the Medica] Defence Committee, be- 
eause the question of medical defence was absolutely hung up 
by the previous resolution on the question of the Charter. 

The motion was carried. : 

Dr. SmirH (St. Pancras Division) gave notice that 
i move the.appointment. of a Medical Defence Com- 
mittee. 


AMENDMENT To By- 


LAWS, 


sus dm 
the Divisions sending them Up, and he ney considered f° 


one saw any vital reason why they should ner unless any 


The CHarRMAN oF moved 
inserting in brackets after the By-law 
ommittee” the words ‘otherwise designatea 


© Centr) 
Dr. Horrocks said that there w. 
wording. The By-law said “until the foe in 
Meeting y-law said ‘‘until the first Representati® 
With regard to the alteration of By-] sail 
that the only object of the 
plain terms in the By-laws the fact that the Br mia 
complete discretion over the moneys handed to tees had 
the subscriptions. The point had been raised by one 
Cheshire Branch notably and 
rt on the par i +. 
rofessor MORRISON moved an amend ith regard 
the last clause of the proposed amendment as 


Except for the purpose of winding-up, the Association 
power to call for the return to its shall not hare 
accruing from such grants. “ts general fands of any surping 
With regard to the previous part of the amend 
sired to express his concurrence is 
related to the last clause. » and his objection. simply 
e CHAIRMAN said that he wo 
uid put the first halt of the 
was accordingly put to the meeting and 
Professor Morrison said that it be 
ledge of the meeting that the Central Council had remitted 
to the Organization Committee the duty of investigating 
and reporting upon the whole question of Branch and Division 
finance. Obviously that was rather a large matter and it 
would take a very considerable amount of time to collectiall the 
information which that Committee would require in order tobe 
enabled to make its report. It seemed to him inopportune.to 
decide upon this particular clause until after the Organization 
Committee had arrived at its findings. He therefore be 
to, move that decision upon the last sentence in the firat elange 
of the proposed amendment be postponed till the Organiz. 
tion Committee should have reported to the Central Counci) 
upon Branch and Division expenditure. 
The motion was seconded by Dr. MacKziru, 
Dr. CxiareE spoke in favour of all the Divisions having the 
same amount of money in proportion to their members, 
Mr. BALLANCE (Norwich and West Norfolk Divisions) sup- 
ported Dr. Morrison’s proposition. He did not think it wasin 
the interests of the Association that the matter should be dealt 
with until the Committee had reported, and he spoke asa 
Division Secretary, as a Branch Secretary, and as a memberof 
theOrganizationCommittee. Heagreed with those whothonght 
that any surplus should remain in the hands of the Branch 
Councils to be used at their pleasure. But it was quite another 
thing to tie the hands of the Branches as this proposl 
of the Council would, by saying that under no circumstances, 
except those of winding-up, should the Branch surpluses be 
touched. He held in his hand a financial report of less than 
a third of the home Branches, which showed that they hada 
surplus of over £1,300 Association money, and if they took 
the whole of the home Branches, the surplus would amoumt 
to some thousands; and to say that under no circumstances 
should they touch that money would be highly injudicious. 
Dr. Witson pointed out that Dr. Morrison had imported a 
extra question into this that he need not have done, The 
matter would have been clearer if he had left out that there 
should be a fund set apart to help indigent Branches, . The 
real importance of Dr. Morrison’s resolution was that it would 
the laying-up of “stockings” by Branches. Those 
; — doing the least work would have the largest accumt 
ations. 
Dr. SkERRITT observed that the returns of the Branches. {ot 
the past year showed that with a few exceptions the tendengy 
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to have substantial balances and to 
as How some of them were going to 
cpereaee money without giving it away was not quite 


ari ess an then put the resolution, which was 


carted. the question of the alteration of By-law 17, 
Munger Moor 


on ‘its wor. 
ision Wa! 


eelietT members of the Division should be mulcted to enable 


iti ibed by the Representative of Coventry. They 
meived ee. a head, and for some reason his Division was 


not very regularly attended. Some of the Liverpool Divisions, 
for instance, had only an attendance of five or six or seven 
members, three or four forming a quorum, who might do what 
they liked, and spend a good deal of money on things that were 
not desirable. For this reason, he thought the Branch 
Qouncil was more likely than the Central Council to go into 
the matter of expense, and ought to have control of the 
expenditure, 

Mr. Batnance (Norwich and West Norfolk Divisions) 
opposed the proposition on the ground that it interfered with 
the Branches, which he thought ought to be able to amend 
very many matters for themselves, and he thought the 
Division, if it was approached by the Branch Council, properly 
ought to be able to get the necessary money. To give an 
illustration of what had happened in his own Division, the 
Norwich Division had not been at all extravagant, but had 
spent a good deal. It approached the Branch Council, which 
increased the grant from 4s. to 5s. 6d. a head. In some of 
the other Divisions, where there were very small demands, 
the grant was 18, or 18. 6d. a head. 

Dr. Cox (Gateshead, Consett, and Chester-le-Street 
Divisions) was instructed to oppose this on two grounds. 
First of all, it would be giving more work to the Central 
Council, which was already overburdened, and it was return- 
ing to the old days of centralization. 

Dr. O’SuLtivan (Chelsea Division) agreed with Dr, Cox and 


thought that interference with the autonomy of the Branches 
would be a very dangerous thing. 

Dr. Mitner Moors (Coventry, Nuneaton and Tamworth, 
and Warwick and Leamington Divisions) said, having 
attended meetings of the Branch Council on every occasion 
that it had met for the discussion of financial business, he had 
put the case of Coventry before the Branch Council, and had 
always been told that it was impossible to allow the Division 
more than 1s. a head for management. The Branch Council 
had a certain amount of funds in hand, and it was a question 
whether it wouid not be better for the Branch to give a small 
amount to enable the Division to clear itself of debt. 

The resolution was lost. 

Dr. WatuacE (Metropolitan City Division) moved an 
amendment to By-law 20 to provide that the Representative 
should be under an obligation both in accordance with the 
resolution passed by the Division within nine instead of 
three months before the Representative Meeting. It had 
been found that if they kept to the three months it would be 
necessary to bring up all the work again that the Representa- 
tive had abandoned before, so that he. should be in order, and 
so that the Representative should not be able to say: ‘“‘I have 
had no mandate during the last three months, and therefore 
I do as I like.” That was, perhaps, not the worst part, 
the worst part being that the work had to come up again 
before the meeting so that the Representative might be told 
what he ought to do. : 

The CHAIRMAN, in putting the resolution, observed that 
this was a formal matter which would not interfere in any 
way with the work of the Division. 

It was approved. 

The CHainMAN moved that By-law 22 be amended to open 
as follows: 

The Council shall come into office on the first day of the annual 
meeting, and shall be composed of .... ‘ 
Hitherto there had been considerable difficulty and increase 
of work of the Council at the time of the meeting because the 
new Council met on the second day, the old Council meeting 
on the first day. That obviously was an impracticable 
arrangement, and therefore the present Council, or rather, 
the Council which had just expired, moved this alteration of 
the By-laws so that the new Council should sit on the first 


ay. 

The resolution was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN, in proposing item No. 40, said it was a 
somewhat important alteration proposed by the Council; 
Under the new constitution it was determined that the 
Services should be represented on the Council, but when it 
came to the practical question of obtaining representatives it 
was found to be impossible, owing to the antiquated regula- 
tions of the Services, and, therefore, the Council now proposed to 
amend the By-lawso that retired members of the services might 
be elected, and in order that these gentlemen should not be 
out of date with their colleagues the proposal was put in at 
the end: 

In each case he shall not have retired from the active list more than 

three years previously. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


BRANCH REPRESENTATIVES ON CENTRAL COUNCII. 
Dr. McManus (Wandsworth Division) moved, on behalf of 
the Wandsworth Division, an amendment to B -law 23, to 
yee that a Branch have an additional member on the 
ntral Council for each complete 3co members in excess of 
400, The Metropolitan Branch had only 5 members, though 
it contained 2,500 men. If this anomaly were removed, it 
would mean an increase to 9 members. Some Branches got. 
1 Representative for every 200 members, while London got 
only 5 for 2,500. It was therefore a matter of simple pro- 
portion, If a Branch could get 1 Representative for 200 
members, London ought to get at least, say, 12 members, and 
he asked for the support of those Divisions. 
Mr. Battance (Norwich and West Norfolk Divisions) moved 
the following amendment : : 
That the resolution of the Wandsworth Division be remitted to the 
Divisions for the consideration of the principle that it is undesirable 


to increase the membership of the executive body of the Associa- 
tion. 


Dr. Gorpon GULEAN (Liverpool, Central Division) said he’ 
was going to support Dr. McManus, but he should be satisfizd 
if the resolution were withdrawn for consideration. 

Dr. McManus (Wandsworth Division) said he must ask for 


the sense of the meeting. He could not go behind his in- 


| 
that. the 
at the 
and of the Association” be substituted for 
words ch Council.” It was most important that the Divisions 
rear have sufficient funds to carry on their work, and when ee 
eho considered that in future the Divisions would have to Ss 
it was With medical problems, it was important that they 
nave funds sufficient. The Coventry Division had only 
by the Branch the miserable sum of 18, per head, 
weer was utterly impossible for a Branch which had to or 
ot ot meetings a year for the discussion of papers on scien- 7 an 
matters, besides holding committee meetings, to carry 
for that sum, The consequence was that the 
s in debt, and must trust to the Association to 
uch more liberal than the Birmingham Branch to : 
visions, and, in fact, one found that on some occasions 
one Branch had allowed as much as 38. per member. The 
Coventry Division did not ask for that, but to be relieved from 
the onus of the debt now hanging over it. 
Dr. Wynne (Leigh and Wigan Divisions) said he was 
t have instructed to support the amendment; it was a matter of 
gome considerable importance to his own Division, and also . =: 
at large. His own Division was in the 
of the sctnally possessed. The reason he thought the matter 
af importance to the Association was that his Division 
was formerly a local medical society. After the re- 
snstruction of the British Medical Association they 
nitted loyally started themselves into a Division, and the result of 
gating § that financially had been that at the reconstruction they paid , 
vision their guinea a year to the Association, and they paid 5s. a 
und it year subscription to their own medical society, and that 5s. 
ill the a year covered all reasonable expenses. Since there was a _ 
tobe Division the expenses had multiplied upon them; they paid _ 
eto year to the Association, and received only 1s. a head 
zation § tack, and there was hardly a meeting that there had not 
egged to be a “whip” for one cause or another. That would tend : 
clause to discourage people from converting local medical societies Po 
anima, into Divisions of the Association, which he took it was the 
ouncil desire of this Representative Meeting. On these grounds 
he sy. the amendment, and hoped it would be carried. se 
Dr. GRossMANN (Liverpool, Western Division) said his Divi- = 
@ the B sion had asked him to oppose this. The Branch Council | 
ought to have the power to restrict the expenditure of a a 
) sup § Division. A Division could be worked fairly cheaply, bui gE 
vanalt some had been very extravagant. Someof the Divisions were ge 
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structions ; whatever his own feelings were, he must press it 
to a division. 

Mr. Muir (Glasgow) opposed the resolution. 

The CuairMAN said he would take a vote on Mr. Ballance’s 
amendment first, and if the amendment were rejected he 
would take a vote on the original resolution. 

Dr. BroapBent (Manchester) hoped Mr. Ballance would 
defer his amendment. 

Dr. WatTER SmitTH (St. Pancras Division) asked whether 
the matter should not go first to the Organization Committee 
for consideration and report. 

Dr. A. A. MacKeiTH (Southampton, Guernsey and Alderney, 
and Jersey Divisions) pointed out that the matter was not 
sprung on the meeting ; it had been already before them 
since February, and he thought they should vote on it now. 

The CuarirMAN thought it better to take the amendment in 
order first, because if they settled the question now they 
might save time hereafter. It would not tie the Division, 
becauze they could bring it up again. The point was that it 
was advisable, before they took any serious step in the 
alteration of the representation, to discuss the general prin- 
ciple first, and so jar as Mr. Ballance’s amendment raised a 
question of principle, he thought that ought to be got out of 
the way first. 

On the amendment being put, the Cuarrman declared it 
carried. and it was carried as a substantive resolution. 

Dr. WatTER &mirTH (St. Pancras Division) wished the matter 
to go to the Organization Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN understood Dr. Walter Smith to move that 
for the word ‘ Divisions” be substituted the words ‘‘ Organi- 
zation Committee.” 

Dr. WALTER SmitH (St. Pancras Division) assented, and 
said he wished that the report should go to the Divisions. 

Dr. McManvs (Wandsworth Division) having seconded the 
amendment, it was duly carried. 

Dr. McManus (Wandsworth Division) moved on behalf of 
the Wandsworth Division an amendment to By-law 25 to 
provide that a member of the Council elected by a Branch 
should be elected for three years, and at the end of that time 
be eligible for re-election unless he had served for six years 
successively. He said his Division felt that in the first year 
of his office a member of the Council was practically a 
nonentity ; he could not grasp all the details at once, but 
when he got to the second or third year he would be a 
“ master of his craft” and of great assistance to the Council, 
and he moved first that the period of office be “ three years” 
instead of ‘‘ one year.” 

Dr. W. L. Murr (Glasgow Eastern Division) seconded. 

Dr. Dovatas (Maidstone and Rochester and Chatham 
Divisions) moved the substitution of ‘‘ two years” for ‘‘one 


Dr. Owen Paice (North Carnarvon and Anglesey Divisions) 
asked whether there was any practical reason for the intro- 
duction of the change. 

Dr. K, Grossmann (Liverpool, Western Division) said he was 
instructed to oppose the alteration as much as possible. 

Mr. Topp (Sunderland Division) and Dr. J. 8S, DaRLine 
puna and West Down Divisions) said that they opposed; 
an 


Dr. MacKz11H (Southampton, Guernsey and Alderney, and 
Jersey Divisions) proposed that the question be put. 

The motion was seconded by Dr. K. Grossmann and 
agreed to. 

On a show of hands the CHarrman declared Dr. Douglas’s 
amendment lost, and on a further show of hands Dr. 
McManus’s resolution was lost. 

Dr. McManus (Wandsworth Division) then moved the 
second part of his resolution, which was: 

That for ‘eight years’’ ‘six years’’ should be read. 

The CuarrMAN sald it wasa very important question. It 
had been discussed in the Constitution Vommittee originally, 
and a great many members thought eight years was too long. 

On the resolution being seconded and put to the vote, the 
CHAIRMAN declared it carried. 


ELIGIBILITY FOR MEMBERSHIP. 

The CHAtRMAN said that all the Colonial Branches had not 
rules with regard to eligibility, and proposed to meet that by 
proposing: 

And if any such rule shall be adopted the regulations as to eligibility 

shall be the same as for the Branches in the United Kingdom.! 

The resolution was duly carried. 
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NoriFicatio 
The CuairmMaN moved to 
that notification of the election of a m 
should be made not,less than twenty-eight d 
fourteen days, before the Annual Ge 
Association, by substituting the words 
in place of “fourteen,” the reasons being 
were thus extended, the Council could not consid pa 
elec as i 
The resolution was carried. 


SALARIED OFFICERS 
The CuarrMan stated that he would tal 
from the Salford Division next, rey the pry pep = 
of ihe among the chiel paid 
ociation shou st i 
a Meeting. be submitted to the Annu} 
r. WOLSTENHOLME (Salford Divisi 
resolution from his Division was 
say that they did not wish to interfere with the final him to 
ment by the central authority, but they did think By 
sentative Meeting ought to be consulted in a chan v4 eras 
status or salary which might be sought to be made ~ 
felt that possibly the Central Council might, as it had? 
viously done, make some change in the status and salari 
the chief officials without consulting the body of membs 5 
He instanced their present Medical Secretary, who — 
pointed without any authoritative vote that there should be 
secretary at all, and his Division, though it did not disappre. 
of what had been done, felt that any change ought ro 
__Dr. Browne (Winchester Division) said in 
— or the part of the 
matter wou ave wait until ; 
Meeting, il the Representative 
r. Cousins (Portsmouth Division) asked 
be better judges of the qualities and queidcemel lt 
officers of the Association than the Council. 

e amendment was passed it would be 

rt, Price (North Carnarvon and Anglesea Divisi i 
want of contidence in the 
all. was the practice everywhere for representative bodies 

r. Woopsipz (Derry, Ballymoney, North Antri 
Derry Division) proposed that the question be 
put. 

Dr. MircHext (Belfast Division) seconded the motion and it 

was carried. 

The resolution was then put to the meeting and lost. 

The CuarrMan then put the following proposal of the Counci} 

which was agreed to: 

All salaried officers shall be appointed by the Council and subject to 
the Articles and By-laws shall hold office for such period ané 
perform such duties and receive such remuneration as the Counci) 
may from time to time determine. 


IrisH COMMITTEE. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the meeting now came to almost 

the most interesting item in the programme, namely, the for- 
mation af an Irish Committee which should have a parallel 
constitutional position to the existing Scottish Committee, 
The proposal by the Leinster Branch had been waived in 
favour of the proposition of the Ulster Branch. Therefore he 
would pass over the — of the Leinster Branch and 
take that of the Ulster Branch. That proposal was divided 
into three parts. The meeting was only concerned with 
Section (2), and therefore he proposed to take Section (6)as the 
substantive resolution. 

(b) That this Committee shall consist of one Secretary from each 
Branch, and the Irish members of the Central Council, with one 
elected member from each Branch, and that in the case of the 
Leinster and Ulster Branches such elected members should be 
practitioners not resident in Dublin or Belfast. 

This was proposed by Dr. Larran and seconded by Dr. 

McManvs (Wandsworth Division), and carried unanimously, 

Dr. Daruine (Portadown and West Down Division) moved 

the following rider : 

That where the Secretary of a Branch is also a member of Council, 

there be given power to the Branch to appoint a further Representa- 
tive on the Committee. 


Ds, Larran seconded the motion, which was carried. 
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ATIONS OF THE ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION. 
(Altrincham Division) proposed an amend- 
t of Article V, to give power to — ae = Mn 
ivisi 8 a R e 
oe probly a clerical error. It was only an enabling proviso, 
F ind anybody to anything. 
id was adopted. 
The CHATRMAN moved, on behalf of the Council, that 
Je XX VII should be so altered that the Council should 
. ower to give a Representative to a very small Division. 
a atention was to provide against cases of hardship— 
abere a Division and West, Divisions) 
orwic 
eee ended the proposal of the Council made in 
to the memorial of to meet 
case of hardship within the East Anglian Branch, 
as agreed tc. 
og eaves, on Sehalf of the Wandsworth Division, 
si an amendment of Article XXVII, allowing elec- 
os by voting papers within as well as without the 
United Kingdom. If in have 
i rs, why not a ome e point was 
motice could be met in country districts by 
galling a meeting, but there was hardly a Representative who 
would not tell them how difficult it was to get men to meet in 
the evening or afternoon. In his 
number for a quorum, but they could not always 
get it. papers, a great deal of 
ig difficulty woul obviated. 
Oox (Gateshead, Consett, and Chester-le-Street Divi- 
sions) deprecated any alteration in the method of electing 
reeentativee. If their constituents would not take the 
trouble to elect their Representative they must be educated 
up to it. f not elected at a 
ting, how was he to be instructed ! 
(Norwich and West Norfolk Divisions)thought 
this proposition struck at the root of one of the principles of 
the new constitution. It was most important in the interests 
of the a to get the members to meet together as 
ten as possible. 
(Southampton, Guernsey and Alderney, and 
Jersey Divisions), speaking on behalf of two of the Divisions 
he represented, namely, the Channel Islands, suggested the 
two Divisions in the Channel Islands, the Jersey Division 
Dr. OtpHam (Lancaster) objecte proposal. 
Representatives must be nominated from the men, however 
few they = tne interest in the work and would 
attend to what ha one. 
Dr. HamitTon, on the ground of expense, dissented from 
the proposition of the Wandsworth Division. 
The propcs‘tion was st. 


OFFICERS AND QO)UNCIL, . 

The CkAIRMAN moved, on behalf of the Council, verbal 
siterations in Articles XXVI and XXViI. Under the old 
Articles the Editor and the General Secretary were placed in 
apparently a privileged position, and it was thought that 
they ought not to appear in that position on the Articles. At 
the same time it was convenient to alter, the status cf the 
Chairman of Council and to add: 


During this period, and for one year thereafter, he shall ez officio 
be a member of the Council, and any Branch of which at the time of 
his election he was a Representative ‘shall be entitled to elect 
another in his stead. 


‘That was with the idea of preserving the continuity of busi- 


ness, 
The resolution was carried, 


CoMPOSITION OF COUNCIL. 


The CuarrMaN said the existing Article XX XVIII required 


alteration by the deletion of “if any” after ‘‘Chairman of 


‘Re resentative Meetings,” and the addition of the words 


hairman of Council ex officio.” 

The resolution was carried. 

The CHarrman said that the Chairman of the Representative 
Mettiag and the Treasurer were not ex-officio members of 
committees, and proposed an alteration of Article XLI that 
would make them so. 

The resolution was carried. 


EXPULSION, 

The CHairMAN £aid it was intended by the’constitution at 
the commencement that the fact that ow into the 
conduct of a member was in progress should preclude the 
possibility of a member resigning in order to avoid expulsion. 
The intention was not correctly stated; therefore he moved 
an — in Article XLIV in order to make the matter 
certain. 

The resolution was carried. 

Dr. Waxtace (Metropolitan City Division) moved to insert 
in Article XLLV the words “ or Division” after the words 
‘*a Branch,” because it was quite possible that the initiative 
in the motion of expulsion might be taken by the Division. 
It was therefore thought that the word ‘ Division” should 
follow the word ‘‘ Branch.” 

This was agreed to. 


TRAVELLING 

Dr. Broappent (Manchester, North Division) moved an 
alteration in Article XLV to provide that the travelling 
expenses of honorary secretaries of Branches and Divisions 
attending the meeting should be allowed. 

Dr. WoLsTENHOLME (Salford Division) was instructed to 
oppose the motion. 

The CuHairmAN thought it essential that the Council should 
have power to pay the expenses of secretaries where difti- 
culties had arisen and a conference was necessary. 

Dr. Morton (Walthamstow Division) said he was instructed 
to oppose the resolution. 

Dr. WynnE (Leigh and Wigan Divisions) supported the 
proposition. 

a Buist asked if it was necessary to alter Article XLV 
at all. 

The CuairMAN said these alterations were merely expres- 
sions of the opinion of the meeting, and he thought were very 
valuable, as it was quite possible that in the formation of a 
or a fresh Charter these things might be- 
eft out. 

On a show of hands the Cuarrman declared that the pro- 
posal to pay officers’ expenses had been carried by a very 
large majority. 

Dr. BroapBEnT (Manchester, North Division) asked if the 
resolution would apply to the expenses incident to this 
meeting. 

The CHAIRMAN said that was a matter entirely for the de- 
cision of the executive body of the Association. 


NoMINATIONS TO COMMITTEES. 
The CuatrMaN having declared the acceptances of nomina- 
tions closed, the meeting adjourned until the following day. 


Mevtings of Branches and Bibisions. 


[The proceedings of the Divisions and Branches cf the Associa- 


tion relating to Scientific and Clinical Medicine, when 


ty the Honorary Secretaries, are published in the body of the 


URNAL, } 


EAST ANGLIAN BRANCH. 
THE annual meeting of this Branch was held at the Norfolk. 
and Norwich Hospital on Thursday, June 29th. The Council 
meeting was held at 12.15. 

New Members.—The following gentlemen were elected mem- 
bers: W. B. Crowfoot, M.D., Beccles; 8S. W. Carl, M.D., 
Colchester; EK. W. James, M.K.C.S., Hingham; W. R. P. 
McKneight, Thaxted. 

Autumn Meeting.—It was decided to hold the autumn 
meeting at Colchester on Thursday, September 28th. 

Report of Council—The general meeting was held at 
1 o'clock. The following Report of Council was read and 
adopted : The Council have the pleasure to reporta prosperous 
condition of the Branch. Twenty-three new members have 
been elected during the year, and there are at present 430 
members in the B:anch, exclusive of Associate Members. 
The annual meeting was held at Lowestoft on June 23rd, under 
the presidency of Mr. H. B. Walker. The meeting was 


largely attended and was most successful, there being about 
Ico members present. The Council desire to express their 
warm thanks tu Mr. and Mrs. H. B. Walker and the members 
of the Branch resident in Lowestoft for their kind hospitality 
to every one present. Interesting papers were read by Mr. A.E. 
Lyster, Miss L. Garrett-Arderson, M.D., Dr. H. Herbert 
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Brown, Dr. W. W. Sinclair,and Mr. A. Pringle. Theautumn 
meeting was heldat Kelling Open-air Sanatoriumin September. 
Interesting papers were read by Mr. T. H. Morse, F.R.C.S., 
and Dr. F. W. Burton-Fanning. The Council give their 
best thanks to Dr. Burton-Fanning for his kindness on that 
occasion. The spring meeting was held at Buzy St. Edmunds 
in April. Interesting cases were shown and papers read by 
Mr. R. H. Lucas, Dr. Hennell, Sir Alan Keeve Manby, 
Dr. Havell, and Dr. Sinclaiz. The Council desire to 
express their thanks to Mr.and Mrs. Lucas for their kind 
hospitality on this occasion. It was resolved that the annual 
meeting in 1 
Dr. Clough Waters should be invited to become President. 
Dr. Waters has replied in a kind letter accepting the honour. 
One special Council meeting was held for the election of new 


members and for the consideration of the reports of the’ 


Divisions of the Branch. Thework of the Divisions has been 


satisfactory. Many papers dealing with scientific and pro-: 


fessional subjects have been read, and especially by the 
Norwich Division. Excellent work has been done in con- 
nexion with Insurance Societies. The Council regret to 
a gg deaths of Sir Frederic Bateman and Mr. Branford 

wards. 


at Colchester on September 28th. 


Financial Statement. 
Receipts. Expenditure. 
d. 48. da. 
Total receipts received from Division expenses .. .. 3613 3 
Treasurer of Association 80 8 o Branch ae 3088 6 
Brought forward +17 7 Balance 
9715 9715 


Election of Officers.—The following gentlemen have been 


elected as officers for 1905-6 :—President : Dr. Samuel Barton. 


President-elect : Dr. Clough Waters. Vice-Presidents: Mr. W. 
E. Wyllys; Dr. J. C. Thresh; Mr. H. B. Walker. lected 
Members of Central Council : Dr. Edgar G. Barnes ; Dr. Michael 
Beverley. Secretary for Essex: Dr. B. H. Nicholson, Col- 
chester. Secretary for Norfolk : Mr. H. A. Ballance, Norwich. 
Secretary for Suffolk : Dr. J. Gutch, Ipswich. General Secretary 
and Treasurer : Dr. B. H. Nicholson, Colchester. 

Opening of Pathological Meeting.—Advantage was taken of 
oe of so many members of the medical profession 
in Norwich to open the new museum at the Norfolk and Nor- 

‘wich Hospital, equipped at a cost of £500 by Dr. Robert 
Barnes of London, a native of Norwich. The function took 
place in the new museum between the sittings of the Associa- 
tion, and after luncheon had been enjoyed on the invitation of 
‘the new president, Dr. Barton. About 150 gentlemen were 
present, including Mr. Jonathan Hutchinson of London (who 
performed the opening ceremony in the absence through ill- 
ness of Dr. Robert Barnes), Sir Peter Eade, Drs. Barton, 
Thomson. C. Evans Muriel, Burton-Fanning, Williams, 
Watson, Burton, Bremner, Donald Day, Fielding, Richardson, 
Nance, Ballance, Long, Master, Johnson Taylor, Beverley, 
Cooper Pattin, Preston, Horn, H. B. Walker, B. H. Nicholson, 
and J. Gutch. Mr. H.B. Waxxsr, the retiring president, who 
was in the chair, said it was intended that the museum should 
be opened by Dr. Barnes, but that gentleman was unable to 
be present owing to an accident he had sustained. His 
lace was kindly taken by Mr. Jonathan Hutchinson. 
“Mr. HutcHinson said: I am here as the substitute for one 
of the oldest and most valued of my profession acquaintances. 
Dr. Robert Barnes and myself were colleagues, first at the 
Metropolitan Free Hospital and afterwards at the London 
Hospital, during a long series of years, and although we were 
when first.acquainted engaged in the work of rival medical 
journals—he on the staff of the Lancet and I on that of the old 
Medical Times and Gazette—we were then and have ever since 
been fast friends. The estimate of the value of his life’s work 
has just been illustrated by his election to the honorary 
Fellowship of the Medico-Chirurgical Society at its recent 
anniversary. By the gift of the museum he has demonstrated 
at once his open-handed liberality, his local patriotism, and, 
above all, his lasting attachment to the profession which 
he has adorned, and his faith in its future Pas and its 
modern methods of work. It might be well if, instead of 
contributing directly to the support of hospital beds, 
medical benefactors would so direct their benefac- 
tions as to reduce the demands upon those beds. 
It was a perception of the importance of this view of the 
matter, added to my personal esteem for Dr. Robert Barnes, 
which made me accept with pleasure your invitation to take 
part in to-day’s proceedings. It is, perhaps, scarcely needful 


6 should be held at Southend-on-Sea, and that 


Both of these gentlemen took a deep interest in 
the affairs of the Branch. The autumn meeting will be held’ 
| affording means of verification, whilst for purposes of grant; 


that in Norwich I should defend i 

hospital museum as a means inci 
practical knowledge of medicine and surgery og: Of ‘the 
museum of the future will differ a good deal iro Be hospital 
past. It will,in the first place, be more clinical’ Of the 


Bottles in 
operating theatre will not be its only possession’ OF ‘the 


perhaps, 
the dead. The next donation which ying than 
quarter may not unsuitably provide macs 
ment of a clinical artist, for defraying the cost of illu tra oy 
of disease by one or other of the methods to which sin 
has been made. When obtained these illustrations h 
not be locked up in drawers, but for the most 
displayed on the museum walls. They should -* 
rate, be made easily accessible, and with them ; 
be preserved full details of the cases concerned, T 

y no means disparage the usefulness of 
preparations, but their value usually consists chiefly in thei 


instruction they are much inferior to pictorial delineations, 


‘| In the county of Norfolk there is an enormous amount of 


clinical material of the highest value, which i 

wasted. A zealous Museum Committee, which shown! 
take case collecting in earnest, would in course of a few 
begin to wonder at its wealth. The museum ought also to 
have its well-kept archives. An effort of this kind would 
stimulate observation over the whole county, and cases and 
photographs of great clinical value would be freely supplied, 
Observers in family practice have often a great advanta: e Over 
those who see only hospital cases, in that they can follow 
the patients and record final results instead of mere : 


‘ments. Iam tempted to venture upon just a single illustra. 


tion of what is meant, and I am the more emboldene 
because Norfolk is concerned. The drawings which Toe 
produce were executed years ago from a young patient who 
was sent to me by one whose loss we all regret, the late 
Mr. Cadge. The child was the subject of the infantile form 
of xanthoma, and the parts affected were, as usual, the tips of 
elbows, fronts of knees, and the skin over the Achilles tendon 
a little above the heel. I have never since been able to obtain 
any particulars as to this patient’s progress. By the side of 
the sketches, showing the patches present twelve years ago in 
this child, 1 have placed photographs from an adult who was 
affected in precisely similar positions. You will ge 
that what were mere spots in the child are 
tumours in the adult, and a more instructive example of 
steadily-persistent growth from centres established in infancy 
could scarcely be given. Very possibly similar growth has 
occurred in the Norfolk case, and very possibly the patient, if 
living, is well known to some Norfolk practitioner. Let no 
one say that, aftef all, the disease is one of such rarity that it 
has no practical importance. There are no cases of which 
that could be fairly said, and in this instance it would be 
obviously false. If the tendency to growth be established as 
the usual course of these patches, it is obvious that they 
ought to be excised in early life—a measure which in the 
absence of that knowledge would not be thought of. Mr. 
Hutchinson then declared the museum opened. On 

of Dr. Barnes, he expressed the pleasure felt by him at the 
thought that his gift had been so well appreciated and % 
wisely used. His reminiscences of the profession in his 
birth-place comprised Lubbock Copeman, Edward Rigby, 
Dalrymple, Martineau, the elder Crosse, Nichols, and Cadge, 
To these, that gentleman said, he might easily add many 
others who have borne their share in East Anglian work. The 
names of Bateman and Plowright ought not to be omitted, 
and it should not be forgotten that the generation which had 
been thus nobly represented in its home, had been able to 
spare for the work of the metropolis and of the world two men 
such as Dr. Robert Barnes and Sir James Paget. Those best 
able to judge were most confident that the medical profes- 
sion of Norfolk to-day was well able to sustain and even to 
enhance the glories of its past.—Mr. BALLANCE, on behalf of 
himself and Dr. Long, accepted the charge of the museum, 
and remarked that the post of curator was one of considerable 
responsibility. That responsibility was not lessened when 
he considered the affectionate care that had been bestowed 
upon the museum by his predecessors. When one considered 
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f'the museum, as he was called'in the elder 


the founder © ry address sixty years ago, when the 
(rosse’s introd William Dalrymple, who gave 800 
puseum out of his own private collection in order to 
specimen museum ; when one considered the many hundreds 

we ens given by the elder Crosse at the opening of the 
of specimen nd the valuable collection given by John 
. when one considered that the first curator, 


Don Grosse thirty-three years as curator, it seemed to him 


that the sense sin! not lessened. The museum was founded 
curator and at that time was housed ina 
Puilding at the south-westend of the present hospital. 
are building was pulled down in 1878, when the hospital 


ded. The specimens were then moved into a room 


resent museum, which was now used as the’ 
beneath department. They were, of course, sorry. 


that 
museu 

d to thank their present senior consulting surgeon 
for pening the attention of Dr. Barnes to the needs of the 


um. 


to the 


‘ture of the medical and surgical work that went on within | 


the hospital, and that its benefits would not be.confined to 


the staff of the hospital, but that all practitioners in the.| 434); 


district who cared to make use of it would do so.—Dr. Lona 
also said a few words.—Dr. BEVERLEY moved a hearty vote of 
thanks to Mr. Hutchinson. He added that it had been 
decided to send a telegram to Dr. Barnes in the poem, 
: “The new pathological museum at Norwich Hospita 
ed to-day by Jonathan Hutchinson. The meeting wishes 
torecord its regret at your absence, and its appreciation of 
generous gift, and to express the hope that you will make 
a y recovery to health.—Barton, President, Norwich.” 
Mr, Winu1AMs seconded the vote of thanks, and said they all 
inew Mr. Hutchinson as the best and only authority on 
museums of that kind. The motion was adopted, and was 
briefly acknowledged by Mr. HutcHInson. 
President's Address.—Dr. Barton delivered his presidential 
address, taking for his subject the relationship of. the public 
to the medical profession. The address was enthusiastically 
received and a vote of thanks to the President was passed 
unanimously. 
Paper.—Professor CiirForD ALLBUTT read a paper entitled 
Some Reflections on the Treatment of Cardio-Arterial 


Diseases. 
Entertainment.—In the afternoon the members -were enter- 
tained at Carrow Abbey by Mr. and Mrs. James Stuart. 


OXFORD AND READING BRANCH. 
Tux annual meeting of this Branch was held in the Radcliffe 
Infirmary at 5.15 p.m. on Thursday, July 2oth. 

President-elect and Council.—Mr. H. G. Armstrong was 
chosen as President-elect, and the membership of the Council 
was duly rearranged, 

Dinner.—After the scientific proceedings, which will be 
published in the JouRNAL, the members dined together at 
Exeter College. 


STAFFORDSHIRE BRANCH. 
Tue thirty-second annual meeting of the Branch was held at 
the North Stafford Hotel on Thursday, June 22nd. 

Confirmation of Minutes.—The minutes of thejlast annual 
meeting were read, approved, and signed. . 

Vote of Thanks to Retiring President.—A hearty vote of 
jageal was accorded the retiring President for his conduct in 

e chair. 

Apologies for Non-attendance.—Apologies for non-attendance 
were read from Dr. T. Ridley Bailey, Dr. Cridland, Mr. 
Milnes Blumer, and Dr. McAldowie. 

_Report of Council.—The report of the Council and the finan- 
cial statement were adopted. 

Nevt Annual Meeting.—It was decided to hold the next 
annual meeting at Stafford. 

Election of Officers.—The following officers were elected :— 

t-elect: Mr, Chas. Reid. General Secretary: Dr. 
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Petgrave Johnson. Treasurer: Mr. J. Clare. Representative 


on the Central Council of the Association: Mr. W. D. Spanton. 


Addition to Rules.—The following addition to Rule III was 
adopted : 

And the three Secretaries of Divisions. 

Presidential Address —The PresipEnt delivered an address 
on abdominal section performed at the North Staffordshire 
Infirmary during twenty-five years. On the motion of Mr. 
W. D. Spanton, seconded by Mr. G. A. Puituips, a hearty 
vote of thanks was accorded the President for his address. 


Se To ensure the insertion of notices in this column they 
must be received at the Central Offices of the Association not 
later than the first post on Tuesday. 


Association Motices. 
BRANCH AND DIVISION MEETINGS TO BE HELD, 


LANCASHIRE AND CHESHIRE BRANCH: ALTRINCHAM DIVISION.—By the. 


.| Kind permission of the respective committees the following visits will be. 


paid: Baguley Sanatorium (General Infectious Diseases), on Wednesday, 
August 2nd, at 4.15 p.m. Trains from Northwich, 3.0; Knutsford, 3.16:_ 
Sale, 3.30. Drive from either Altrincham or Hale station. about three. 
miles. Dr. T. Basil Rhodes, the Medical Superintendent, will give a short .. 
address on diphtheria, with special reference to its treatment. An in- 


.| spection of the arrangements of (unoccupied) wards will be made at . 


42m. Afternoon tea will be provided by Dr. Rhodes at 5.15 p.m. 
rossley Sanatorium, Delamere (Phthisis), on Wednesday, August 16th. 
Dr. Knowles Renshaw and Dr. Lloyd Smith will receive the party, which 
may include ladies, and will provide afternoon tea. Train from Sale, 1.42; 
neham, 1.50; Hale, 1.53;. Knutsford, 2.11; Northwich, 2.30. Drive. 
from Mouldsworth Station to the sanatorium and back. 2s. each. In- 
spection of sanatorium, 3.45. Tea,5.0. Ladies inspect nursing home, 5.20. 
nomen train from Mouldsworth, 6.39 p.m.—T. W. H. GARSTANG, Honorary - 
eeretary. 


SOUTH-EASTERN BRANCH: BRIGHTON DIVISION.—A meeting will be held. 


at the Dispensary, 113, Queen’s Road, Brighton, at 4.30 p.m., on the fourth 
Wednesday in October (25th), and November (22nd). Members wishing to 


read papers or show cases at the meetings are requested to give at least a . 


fortnight’s notice to the Honorary Secretary, RYDING MARSH, M.D., 49 
Sackville Road, Hove. 


Pital Statistics. 


HEALTH .OF ENGLISH TOWNS. 
IN seventy-six of the largest English towns, including London, 3, 


births and 4,002 deaths were registered during the week ending Satu 
last, July 22nd. The annual rate of mortality in these towns, which 

10 12.7, 11.6 and 12.9 per 1,000 in the three preceding weeks, 1urther rose 
to 13.4 per 1,000 last week. The rates in the several towns ranged from 
3-1 in Hornsey, 5.5 in Bournemouth, 5.8 in Smethwick, 6.0 in Burton- 
ou-Trent, 6.2 in Hastings, 7.6 in Handsworth (Staffs.), 7.7 in Derby, and 7.8 
in Gateshead, to 18.4 in Sunderland and in Merthyr Tydfil, 18.9 in Great 
Yarmouth, 19.1 in Stockport, 19.9 in Barrow-in-Furness, 20.5 in Oldham, 
22.x,in Liverpool, and 24.1 in Bootle. In London the rate of mortality 


was 12.7 per 1,000, While it averaged 13.7 per 1.coo in the seventy-five other - 


large towns. The death-rate from the principal infectious diseases: 
averaged 2.0 per 1,cco in the seventy-six large towns; in London this 


death-rate was equal to 1.3 per 1.0co, while among the seventy-five other - 


large towns the rates ranged upwards to 4.7 in’ Leeds, 5.1 in 
Sunderland, 5 4 in Birkenhead, 5.8 in Aston Manor and in Stockport, 
6.0 in Sherfield, 6.6 in Liverpool, and 8.3 in’ Bootle. Measles 
caused a death-rate of 1.3 in Birkenhead. 3.1 in Sunderland, and 4. 3in 
Barrow-in-Furness; whooping-cough of 1.3 in Aston Manor; and 

diarrhoea of 2.4 in Hanley and in Wigan, 3.8in Aston Manor, 4.0 in Bir- 

kenhead, 4.2 in Leeds and in Merthyr Tydiil, 5.3 in Stockport, 5.5 in Liver- 

. 5.8 in Sheffield, and 6.6 in Bootle. The mortality from scarlet fever, 

rem diphtheria, and from “fever” showed no marked excess in any of 

the large towns. No fatal case of small-pox was registered last week, 

either in London or in any of the large provincial towns. The Metro- 

politan Asylums Hospitals contained 3small-pox patients on Saturday 

last, July 22nd, against 4, 5, and 4 on the three preceding Saturdays : 

no new cases were admitted during the week, against 1, 2, and 2 in the- 
three preceding weeks. The number of scarlet fever cases in these~ 
hospitals and in the London Fever Hospital, which had been 234739 2;490>-. 
and 2,520 at the end of the three preceding weeks, had declined again 

to 2,485 at the end of last week ; 304 new cases were admitted during. 
the week, against 334, 354, and 356 in three preceding weeks. 


Dunina the week ending Saturday last: July 

ie week ending Sa ay last, 22nd, 1,062 
deaths were ee in eight of the principal Scotch ond AE 
rate of mortality in these towns, which had been 16.5, 14.7, and 14.3 per 1,0co 
in the three preceding weeks, rose again to 15.2 per t,coo last week 
and was 1.8 per 1,000 above the mean rate during the same period in the 
seventy-six large English towns. Among these Scotch towns the death- 
rates ranged from 9.0 in Leith and 13.0in Dundee to 16.5 in Paisley and 
19.8 in Perth. The death-rate from-the principal infectious diseases 
——— 1.8 per 1,coo, the highest rates being recorded in Glasgow 
and Perth. The 248 deaths registered in Glasgow included 14 which 
were referred to measles, 7 to whooping-cough, 1 to typhus, and 16 to 
diarrhoea. Four fatal cases of measles, 2 of diphtheria, and 2 of diar- 
rhoea were recorded in Edinburgh; 2 of diarrhoea in dee; 2 of 
whooping-cough in Paisley ; and 2 of measles in Perth} — ee 
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immediately gave it his very generous attention. 
De fe further end of the museum the library had been fitted : 
and equipped by the children of their late colleague, Sir 
Trederic Bateman. Thelibrary would bea very useful adjunct 
m. He hoped the museum would bea faithful as 
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CALENDAR, 
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Pacancies and Appointments. 
This Vist of vacancies ts compiled from our columns, where full 


advertisement 
particulars will be found. To ensure notice in this column, ad 
must be received not later than the first post on Wednesday morning. 
VACANCIES, 

ALDERSHOT URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL.—Medical Officer of Health 

ee and Superintendent of Isolation Hospital. Salary, £300 per annum. 

BIRKENHEAD BOROUGH HOSPITAL.—Senior House-Surgeon. 

BOURNEMOUTH: ROYAL VICTORIA HOSPITAL.—House-Surgeon. 
Salary £100 per annum. 

CARLISLE NON-PROVIDENT DISPENSARY.—Resident Medical Officer. 
Salary, 4150 per annum. 

DOUGLAS, ISLE OF MAN: NOBLES ISLE OF MAN HOSPITAL AND 
DISPENSARY.—Resident House-Surgeon. Salary, £490 per annum. 

LEICESfER INFIRMARY.—Two Assistant House-Surgeons. Salary at 
the rate of £5> per annum. 

MACCLESFIELD: CHESHIRE COUNTY ASYLUM.—Junior Assistant 
Medical Officer. Salary, £140, risipg to £160 per annum. 7 

NORTH-EASTERN HOSPITAL FOR CHILDREN, HACKNEY ROAD, E. 
—Resident Medical Officer. Salary, £4100 per annum. 

PARISH OF ST. MARYLEBONE.—District Medical Officer. Salary, £92 
per aunum. 

QUEEN CHARLOTTE’S LYING-IN HOSPITAL, MARYLEBONE ROAD, 
N.W.—Resident Medical Officer. Salary, 460 per annum. 

ROXBURGH DISTRICIE ASYLUM, MELKOSE.—Assistant Medical 
Officer. Salary, £140 per annum. 

ROYAL LANCASTBK INFIRMARY.—House-Surgeon. Salary, £100 per 
annum. 

SINGAPORE MUNICIPALITY.—Second Assistant Health Officer. Salary, 
£400, rising to £450. 

ST. MARK’3 HOSPITAL FOR FISTULA, City Road, E.C.—Junior 
Anaesthetist. Salary £25 per annum. 

WEST RIDING OF YORKSHIRE.—County Medical Officer. Salary, £250, 
rising to £400 per annum. 


APPOINTMENTS. 
Dovuatas, A., M.B., Ch.M.Edin , Port Health Officer at Oamaru, vice Dr. 
Barclay, resigned. 
Ear te, R. A., L.8.A., District Medical Officer of the Axbridge Union. 
— Allan, Dental House-Surgeon to Guy’s 
ospital. 


GREGOR, E. W., M.R.C.8., L.R. 

Malhiing Union. 0.8., L.R.C.P.Lond., District Medical Officer Of the 
HEesrver, T. B., M.B., C.M. 

dale Union. C.M.Edin., District Medical Officer of the Wharie. 
Lreat, R.E., M.B., 

District Council, of Health to the Cromer Urban 
Linpsay, Herbert 8.,M RCS.En »LR 
of Whitianga, vice Dr. cairns. Health Otticer for tho 

ARRY-EDWARDS, O. J.. M.B., B.S. 

Birkenhead Union Workhouse. Dub, Kesident Assistant at the 

Rope, G., L.8.A , District Medical Officer of the C: 
‘am 

MA MB-Cantab Medical Ofer tothe 

Skin, Leicester Square. ent, St. Joha’s Hospital for Diseases tal 
SAULTER, W. W., M.D., C.M. 

C.M., Clinical Assistant to the Chelsea Hospity 
SMITH, M. W.S,L.R.C.P, M.R.C.8.. Resid 

the Infirmary and Gordon Road Workhouse of Officer at 
THomas, RK. D, L.R C.P.&8.Edin., L.F.P.8.Glasg District 

of the Forden Union. . Medical Officer 


Wacker, A. E., MR.CS., 
Officer of the North Bierley District Medical 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


The charge -_ inserting announcements of Births, Ma: 
88. 6d., which sum should be forwaraed and Deathy 
the notice not later than Wediesday oF stamps 


BAINES.—On July sotb, at Woodlands, 
Baines, MB. ors son. the wife of Edward 
BRITTAN GILL.—On July 17th, at Th 
Brittan-Giil, M.B, MC 8., Belper, the wite ot ¢, 
THOMPSTONE.—On July 25th, at Marsh Para 
wife of Sydney W. Thompstone, F.R.C.8., Staffs, the 
Medical Officer, Northern Nigeria, West’ Africa, of'a daughter, 


DEATHS, 


GABE.—On July r6th, at Westwood, Ashby-de-Ia-Zouche, Leicestershin, 


Grace Winifred, the dearly-beloved wife of Kees 
M.R C S.Eng., of 16, Mecklenburgh Square, W.C. Gabe, M.D, 
McKt£.—On the 1oth inst., at 14, Arthur Street, 
townshire, Grace, wife of Norman James Me MD Wig 


CALENDAR OF THE ASSOCIATION. a 


Meetings to be Held, 


Month. Day of Week. Meetings to be Held. Month. Day of Week. 
July 30...$undap.. August 20...$undap.. 
22...TURSDAY 
August 1...ToRsDay 23... WEDNESDAY 
Altrinch Division, Lancashire and Cheshire , 
ral Infectious Diseases), 25...FRIDAY 
8... THURSDAY... 26...8ATURDAY... 
” 27... $undap.. 
” 
6... Sunday.. eee 
7...MONDAY .. Bank Holiday. 
9... WEDNESDAY Sept. ... 
10... THURSDAY... Q... BATURDAY ... 
§...TUESDAY eee 
14...MONDAY 
8... FRIDAY eee 


Altrincham Division, Lancashire and Cheshire 
Branch, Visit to Crcssley_Saua orium, Dela- 
mere (Phthisis). 


16...WEDNESDAY 
ry) 17...THURSDA’ ooo 
18...FRIDAY 


19...SATURDAT... 


” 9...SATURDAY 
10... gunday.. 
11...MONDAY 
12...TURSDAY 


Privted axd published br the British Medical Association at Haeir Office, 429. Strand. in the Parish of St. Murtin-in-the-Fields, in the County of Middle, 
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